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INTRODUCTION 



T^e Advisory Committee on Accreditatiorv and Institutional 
Eligibilitv is established pursuant to'Septton 253 of the Vet- 
erans' fleadjustment Assistance Act (Chapter sfe, Title 38, U.S. 
Code), and subsequent legislation. It is governed by provisions 
of Part D^f the Genera| Education Provisions Act tP.L 91-230* 
.as amended; 20 U.S.C. 1233'et seq.) and the Fedecgl Advisory 
.Commrttee Act (P.L 92-4j63; 5 U.S.G. Appendix I), which set 
* forth s tanda rds fp£ theJgrmation_and_use of^advisoryxon\- 
mlttees. The-Qommittee is established to ^(Jvisfe the U-.-S.^Com- 
mi'ssioner of Education in fulfiJIing his statutory obligations to • 
publish a list of nationally recognized accrediting agencies and 
•associations \^hich he dptermmes to be reliable authorities con- 
cerning the quality of training offered by education institutions 
and programs. It al^ serves to advise the Commissioner in 
fulfilling his statutory x)bligation to publjsh a list of State 
agencies which he has determinegl to be'reliable authorities 
concerning the qualijty of' public postsecbndary vocational 
.education in. their respective State, pursuant ''to Section 
^"^^PLpJ the Hipher„Education Act of IQeS^as amended by 
P.L 92-.318. A conr.prete list of the Committee's functions, 
as well as its purpose and structure, can be found in the 
Committfee Charter, Apipendix I. ... 

Advisory Committee Membership * 

The fifteen members of the Committee are representative of ed- 
.ucational institutions, various levels andtypes of accreditation, 
professional associations. State departments of education, the 
general public and the student/youth population. They include • 
represerjtatlon from the ranks of women and minorities, anc^ 
from all geographic region^s of the country. The members are 
appointed to tfiree-year terms by the Secretary of Health, Ed- 
ucation, and Wfelfare. The compojsition of the Corhmittee 
changes every June, when the terms of one-third of the mem- 
bers expire. Ordinarily, no member is eligible for rfeappoint- 
ment to a second consecutive term. Nominations for'mii^mber- 
f 



ship gn the Committee are weFcome. Names-, and resumes if 
available, should be submitted'to the Director of the.Division of 
Eligibility and Agency Evaluation, U'.S, Office of Edijication. Al-'' 
though nominations are accepted at any time, those submitted 
• by November of any year are most likely to be considered for 
terms beginning the following July, while those submitted after 
November are likely to be reserved for consideration one year 
later.^ r — — . _ ^ 

1976 Advisory Committee* Actions 

The Committee met four times during 1 976. All meetings were 
open to the public, except for a -fifteen-minute session of Sub- 
committee 1 on March 25. One result of the greater' number of 
dpen meetings has bepn an increase in the number of individ- 
uals, and organizations who, although they do-not themselves 
have petitions pending before the Committee, appear for oral* 
presentations regarding ^etitjoning agencies. All Advisory 
Committe^e meetings are tap^ecorded, anda copy of theirans-' 
cript is available for examind'tipn in the offices'of the Division of 
Eligibility and Agency Eya)Jjatioa. A list of the 1976 Advisory 
Committee meetingsTlndluding the times during which the 
March^eetingw^jof^0o'rClos'ed, isfound in Appen(JixVJ. Ap- 
pendix VI alsocont^il^s/a list* of scheduled meetrngsfor 1977; ' 
and Appendix VII mmutles 'a list of agencies scheduled for re- 
view through Marc|i'Y981 . Committee di^oussions during, the 
closed portio^ of thfe'Marbh^meeting are included in Part I of this 
report, under the MedicalAssociation and the Ameri- 

can Physical Jbej^apy Association. 

The Committe#^'|ctivity during 1976 revolved mostly around 
the review ^f^peti^^^^ and interim reports relating to the Com- 
missioner's $^utWority. to list recognized accrediting and State 
approval- ag|nclfe's^ The Committee reviewed 70 petitions and*^ 
reports, and^a^aresultbf its recpmmendations, one agency was 
added to ttt^ ijfit of nationally recognized accredmng ag^encie*^ 
and associ^^^^^^ recognition was continue;! for twentyrseven 



accrediting agencies and extensiot) of scope of recpgnition was 
granted to seven agencies. Presently, there are 69 nati^ally^ 
recognized accrediting agencies and associations. As a result". 
of Committee recommendations, four agencies were added to 
the list of State agencies recognized for the approvaKof public 
p6stsecondary vocational education and recogrtition of six State - 
agencies was continued. One agency withdrew from the recog- 
nized list, and one agency served notice that it yyould not. seek 
renewal oi recognition wVien its term of recpgnition expires in 
March 1977~eurrentlyrtheTe are fourteen recognized State 
agencies foMhe approval Qf public postsecoddafy vocational 
education. • .* ^ ; * ' 

^ ^ - . \ . 

Accepting Committee recommendations, the Commissioner 

also awarded eligibility status for Federal funding programs to 
two institutions which demonstrated satisfactory assurance 
that they would meet the accrediting stahdards^f a recognize;! 
agency within a reasonable* peciod of time, arid he determined 
that the Community College of the Airf orce has met the criteria 
forthe^ award of the Associd'te in Appliejd Sciences Degree.The 
Commissioner's determinatiojispf satisfactory'assurance were 
made pursuant to his authority under the Higher Education Act 
of 1965, as amendedf section 1^201 {aK5KA), and under the 
Public Health Service Act (42 U.3.C. 201 ). The action regarding 
the Community College of the Air Force Was made pursuant to 
his 'authority dnder the,1954 Federal Policy Governipg the 
Granting of Academic Degrees by^ederal Agenoies and Institu- 
tions, and under current authprxzing legislation (subsec— 
"tionlc) of tO U.S.C. 9315). ^ ^ 

While most df the Committee's, time isoccupied with review of 
petitions, it ated must review polfcy issues which affect accredi- , 
tation and eligibility. During 1976, the Committee's review of* 
policy matters was hampered by the amount of time needed to 
review 'petitions, and by administrative and budgetary restric- 
tions which discouraged scheduling of its annual policy feview 
meeting. .-Nevertheless, the Committee reviewed several de- 
velopments regarding legislation; the current Criteria for 
Recognition; Advisory Committer ^functions,, operating pro- 




cedures and role; and relationships between the private ac- 
^crediting and^education community and the U.S. Office of Ed- 
ucation. i"he Committee used two of its meetings to provide 'a 
forum for discussions of mutual concern with non-Federal ed- 
^ ucators. A discussion of the policies which the Committee re- 
viewed is found in Part II of this report. 

Procedures ior Review of Petitions for Recognition 

Reviewing petitions for recognition occupies the majority' of 
the Committee^s time. The Comnr^^ittee's review procedure is as 
follows: AfT agency presents its petitions to the pivision of 
Eligibility and Agency Evaluation xhree months in advance of 
the Committee's, next meeting. Review of the petition is as- 
signed to one of the Committee's two subcommittees. Copies of 
the petition are niailegl to the suBc'bmmittee members, and, pro- 
viding there* are enough available, to the remainder pf the 
Committee. Site .visits by Qivisioh personnel and/or consul-*' 
tants to the-OffiC^e oT Education'are conducted, and the reports 
from these visits are included among the revie^A^ materials. The 
Division staff develops ^an analysis of the petition based upon 
the published Criteria for Recognition. This analysis -is mailed 
in advance to Committee membeVs, to the petitioning agency 
and td'interested third parties who have requested a copy pf it. ^ 

During its meeting, Comnlittee members meet for a time as two 
separate Subcommittees, The subcommittees,, support edJby- 
staff-and-confeultants,"^revrewlhe merits of each petition and 
hear oral preSentatiorts by representatives "of the petitioning 
agencies and by interested third parties who have requested a^h 
appearance. Folldwing the presentations, the subcommittees 
confiuct a-fina1^review df the petitions and prepare recom- 
mendations for the full Committee. The full Committee reviews 
the subcornmittee reports- and develops recommendations to 
the Commissioner. The Commissioner then approves or disap- 
proves the recommendations, and notifies the agen9y in ques- 
tion of tha^t jaction. Finally, changes io the lists'of recognized 
agencies af'e published from time to time in the FEDERAL 
REGISTER. . • 



partT^ 



COMMITTEE ACTIONS REGARDING PETITIONS AND IN^ERIIVr REPORTS 



For the.fulktext of criteria references cited ir^ the Committee's 
actit)ns, please see the appropriate appendix: \ 



Criteria for Recognition of National Ac^editing 
Bodies^ 

Criteria Jor Recognition of State Agencies for the 
Approval of'Public Postsecpndary^Vocational 
Education 



Criteria f or.Recognition of State Agencies for the 
•Approval of Nurse^ Education - 

Federal Policy Governing the Granting of Aca'> 
demic Degrees'byjFederal Agencies and Insti- 
tutions, 



Appendix II 



Appendix I 



Appendix IV 



Appendix V 



Unless otherwise indicated in the text, acti6|);$ by the Committee ' ' 
were approved by the U.S. Commissioner of Education on the 
following date$i . ' ^ ^ - , 



Mqrch 23-26 Meeting^ ' 
June 16-1 8 Meeting 
September 21-24 Meeting^. 
D^cemlper 8-10 Meeting 



A. Irrationally 
Associations 



R eco^nized Accreditin g 



May s, 1976 , / 
Augusts, 1976* 
October 27, 1976 
January 12, 1977 

Agencids and 



Accrediting bureau of M^dical taboratory Schools : , , 

■■ ' . ... ■ ' > ' 

September 21 -24, 1 976: Petiiionjot renewaidfrBCogn/tioafor 
accreditation of private medical assistant epaiWohal institu- . 
tions and programs., and ichools^^and programs for tfiejnedical 
laboratory technician. Recognition is continued fpr a period of 



four years, the Bureau i$ url|d, fjoyv^ver, t<Jgive its attention- 
to ar|tas of the Criteria for RecS||3![t(on where' its compliance is 
not technically satisfactoryvfirst; r^gai^^^ 
(qualitative ass^ssntent),jthe BureaCiySnould give its attention to 

* the encouragement of broader partfcipgtipn in producmg 'the 

' self-study document Second, while the Bt^reau currently pro- 
vides a w^en decisiog^f the appellatebo(iV^,to the chief ejcecu- 
tive officer of a schoofor program in matters of adverse deci-^ 
»sj6ns,,this policy is not cjear4y specified intrieBureaii's written 

' pr9cedures,,as required by criterion (bK3)(viiiKC) (^vritten deci- 
sion). During- its meeting, the Advisory Committee reviewed 
additipnal written material submitted, by the Bureau, and by 
Richard L Egan, .Secretary, Council on Medical Education,. 
American Medical Association,, who opposed continued recog- 

, nition of the Bureau's accreditation of private medical assist-^ 
ant education- institutions and-^rograms, and public medical 
laboratory technician education programs. The Committee also 
beard an oral presentation by representatives of the Bureau. 

Accrediting Commission on Education for Health Services^ 
' Administration' ; ' 

1. Decegiber 8-1 0; J 976: Petition for extension of scope of 
rTecOgnitiof] to inqlude accreditation of graduate programs in 
health' services administration. Recognition is granted until. 
December 1977. Thi^ Comfnission^has demonstrated satisfac- ^ 
tory compliance with the Criteria for Recognition. The limita- 
tion upon the'period of recognition is designed to phas^ th^e re- 

, view of this activity into the regular cycle of review of the 
Commission'js other accrediting activities. 

2. December -8.-1 0,;j 976:- Interim Report. The i^eport is ac- 
cepted. The Commiision has responded satisfactorily, to the 
Commissioner's letter of Decerhber 1 1 ,M 975. 
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The Advisory Committee reviewed both^'the report and the re- 
quest for an extension pf scope during its December 8-10 meet- 
ing. During the meeting, the Committee revievved additional 
written material submitted by the Commission and by Janet 
Strauss, Executive Director, Council on Education for Public 
Health, who attested to new areas of successful cooperation 
established between the Council an<J the Accrediting CommiS; 
sion. The Committee also heard an oral presentation by repre- 
sentatives of the Commission.* • ' * ' 

American Assembiy of Collegiate Schools of Business 

' J une^ 1 6-1 8, 1 976: Petition for renewal of recognition for ac- 
credit/on 'of baccalaureate and graduate 'degree programs in 
business and management^ RecogniticTh is continued until Sep- 
tember 1 979, contingent upon tl^Assembly'sdemonstration qf^ 
satisfactory .compliance with crfterion {b){2){i) (public repre- 
sentatives) of the Criteria for Recognition, during ils review In 
September 1977. , * . 

>*■ ^ ' 

' American AssocisTtion of Mamage^apd Family Counselors, 

* Committee on A.ccreditation 

' - '» 

September, 21-24, 1 976: Petition for initial recognition for aC'\ 
creditation, and for preaccreditation as ''Correspondent/' of 
m,aster's and doctoral degree prdgrarns in marriage a/)^ family, 
'counselor training. Initial necognition is denied. The Committee 
on Accreditation has failed to demonstrate satisfactory eoij)- 
pliance with^criteria (a^l )(i) (regional or national) and (ii)(d^ini- 
tlon of SQDpe); and (bKI ){i) (consideration of constituencies),*of 
the Criteria for Recogni.tion. Particular concerns regarding the 
Com'rpittee on Argreditation's compliance with these cri'teria 
- relate to the limited number of programs evaluated to date; the 
unknown size' of the Association's universe; the seeming 4ack 
of a definisd accrediting program which is universally acCepted; 
the Idck of clearly definedaccreditation standards; and the mat- 
ter of need for a separate agency to accredit programs in this 
field.lHovvever, inview of the apparent need for effective evalua* 



tion of education programs in mari;iage and family counseling, 
the Division'of Eligibility and Agency Evaluation is directed to 
employ consult-ants to ascertain if there is ^defined educational 
program uriiverse in this^area, to review the feasibility of de- 
veloping an acceptable accrediting program in this area, and to 
prepare a report^f findings to the Advisory Committee. During 
its meeting, the Advisory Comrgittee heard an oral presentation 
by representatives of the Committee on Accreditation. 

American Association of Nurse Anesthetists, Council oti Ac- 
creditation ' • . , 

September 21-24* 1976: Petition for rerrewal of recognition for 
accreditation, and for thq award of (he status of "Prq^ccredita-^ 
tion/'" of professional schools/ programs of nurse anesthesia. 
Recognition (s continued for a period of three years. At the end 
of one year, the Council on accreditation willbe expected to sub- 
mit .to the Advisory Committee a report indicating: 

a. progress toward estabiish(ner>.t of^a program of'eValuation of 
' its educatiohal-sfandaVds designed to assess theif validity 

and reliability-— criterid,n (bX&) (validityof standards) of the ' 
. Criteria for Recognition— with the assessment expected to 
involve .appropriate^constituencies, including physician jed- 
' ucators; , • • ■ ; 

b. evidence of continued representation in policy and decision- 
rT\aking bodies of the,community of interests affected by the 
Council's accreditation programs— criterion (cX4) (reflects 
community of interests)),: . 

c. assurance that the Council performs no functions incon- 
siistent with tts ability to make independent judgments of the 
quality of education programs— ci*iterion (dHI) (independ- 
ence of function); and : ' : 

(f.JmpUc^tions of the Cpuhcil'^' requirement for the CRNA 
^ certificate as a condition for membership on nurse anes- 
thesia faculties. , ' 



* During Ks meetfn^, the Advisory Committee reviewed additional 
7 written materials submittecfby tfie Council, by Richard Arneat, 
Presjdent-elect of the American Society of Anesthesiologists 
and bynames F. Arens, President of the Faculty of Nurse Anes- 
y thesia Schools. The Committed also heard or'^l presentations by 
f representatives of thte Council and by Dr. Ament and Dr. Arens. 
. Dr. Ament and Dr Arens opposed.coritinuec}. recognition for the 
Cptjncil. The presentations wece attended bV approximately 1 50 
observers. ' . " . \ * 

- . . ■ • - 4 • • : - ■ 

American Bar Association, poUf^cJI of the Section of Legal 
Education and Admissions' to the^Bar, - ^ - 

December 8-10, 1.976: Interim /eport The, report is not ac-^ 
\ . gepted, ahrf'^the Couocil is requested to .submit an'additional 
, written and ora"l,report at t^e March 1 977 Advisory.Committee 
meeting. In concluding that the report is not satisfactory, the^^ 
Cornmittee suggests that the Council may not be acting irt.good 
faith in its promises to conduct a study of accredltatron in the \ 
proprietary law school.field, and to address Qther previously 
raised issues regarding the Council's compliance with the Cri- 
,^ teria for Recognition. The Council's March report is expected fb . 
demonstrate progress toward achieving satisfactory conjpli- 
ance with'criteria Jb)(2)(i) (pubjic representatives), Tb) (2) (iv) 
(complaint review procedures) and (b)(6) (requires output; ^ 
evaluation). The;report also will be expected to contain -the 
results of a completed study of accreditation of.proprietary 
law schools, and to respond to issQes raised by representa- 
tives 'Of the Western State University. College 0f^ Law of 
Orange County (California) during their presentation before 
the 'Advisory Comm'ittee on December 9/1976. In addition 
to that presentation, the' Committee also heard a presentar . 
tiorj by representatives of the Council, and the ComrViittee . 
reviewed additional written maWial' submitted by the 4 
Council and by John W. Black, X^ssistant Dean of * thi^/^ 
VVestern Stat^ Un^ersity College of Law, who urged rejg§' 
^ tion.ofthe report and opposed continued recognition of the 
: Council. Committee membfers Thomas Shearer and Harold 



Crosby disclosed that they afe members of the ABA and 
their respective state bar assoqiatiqns, but do not hold office 
in the^. organizations. They announced their intention tp 
discuss and vote on the Council's •report,* unless ther^ was 
opposition from the Committee. The/e was none. Dean John 
Irving participated in the discuission on the report, but 
abs^inei-f^om votih^ due to his direct involvement in legal 
education. . ' . >^ . ' 



American Board of Funeral Service Education, Commission 
)f Schools • ^ ^ . 

September 21 -24, 1 976? Retition for renewal of recognition for^ 
accreditation of independent schools and collegiate depact- 
mepts of funeral setvice educat/an. Recognition is -continued 
for a peribd of four years. The Commission is, however, urged to 
give serious cons4deration to tv\fb are^ of theCriteria for Recogr 
[ nition in which^it has demonstrated minimal compliance. . 
The Commission-shou Id-consider estabtishing traihing semi- 
nars ^nd workshops f6r potential visiting team leaders /and 
members and should, in it§ pubfished lists, /nclude all levels 
; of institutional status and, provide identification of the 
^^^vSrjous approved program leveH During Mts meeiting, the. 
Committee heard an oral presentation by Representatives of ^ 
the Cbmmisslon. * ■ ^ ^ * 

American Council on Edycation for Journalism,J\ccr6ditrng 
Cornmittee ^ y ^ ^ 

March, 23-26^ 1 976: Petition for renewal qf recognition for ac- 
credition of first professional degree Programs in journalism. 
Recognition i4 co^Jinued for a peribqof four years, f he Coun- 
cil has derndi^striated compliance with most of the Criteria Vor 
Re:cognition. At theend of one year, the Accrediting Committee 
is requested to submit to the Advisory Committee a report dem- 
onstrating pjrogress tov</ard satisfactory compliance wjth the 
following criteria of fhe driterialor Rfecoghition: {a){3Ki){defini"^ 
tions/procedures), specifically, the development of definitions 



of probationary stafas anclpf provisional status; JbK2Xi) (publjg^ 
representatives), specifically^^riue.n assurance pfthe.aRpplnt- 
ment of additional, public memberi"tS'^tfie"CbDrtd^^ 
(notice of standards revision), specifically, evidence' of steps 
taken to preside notice ot proposed or revised standards to all 
institutions with accredited programs in journalism; and 
(b)(2)(iv)ifomplaint review procedures), specifically, the de- 
velopment of a writtencomplaint procedure. During its meeting, 
the Advisory Committee heard an oral presemation by repre- 
sentatives of the Accrediting Committee. 

* American Library ^Association, Committee pn Accreditation 

December*&-1'0, 1976: Bequest for postponement of review of 
petition for renewal of recognition from March 19^7 to Decem- 
ber 1977. The request is denied. The Committee on Accredita- 
tion' requested the postponement because it was unable to 
schedulea^itb visit forobservationtjyUSOEpers^ until the 
fall 0^1 977. In rejecting the request, the Advisory Committee 
not^ that the postponement would amount to the equivalent of 
continuing recognition for an extended period of time withdtit 
some kind of fcfrmal report upon which to basejts decision, the 
Committee indicates tha^ the Division ot Eligibility an^ Agency 
Evaluation should determine whether, ^administrative rea- ■ 
sons, the reviewshould be rescheduled. The Committee fgrtfter 
expresses the need fordevetopiiig-a donsistent policy regiardlng^ 
the issue of lengthy postponerinehts. (No acdojh was required by 
. the Commissioner; subsequently, DEAE rescheduled the review 
for September 1977.) ' ' ' ^ 

, American Medical Associatiori/poiincil on Medical . Educa- 
tion , . ' * ^ ' * " r . . 

^'S -.X • ■ . . 

. I ■> ' ^ ^ , . . " 

1 . March 23-25, 1 976: Petition for renewal of recognitiot) 
We coordinating agency for allied^^health education accredita- 
tion. Recognition is jsontinued for a period of tvyo years! At the 
end of one, year, the Council on Medical^Educat'ion(CME) isex- 
pected.,td;suhrtiit ta the Advisory Committee a report demon- 



strating subsjantial progress in reo^^anizingltsacdreditingpro: 
gram so as-tb further address the issues of proliferation and 
fragmentatior^ (criterion (b)(1)— needjf, and to reflect the com- ; 
munity of int6^es/ts in the area of ajiied^health education 'gfe- 
creditation (crfterion (cX4)— reflects community of interests). 
The Council's petition provide.d JnsUfficient;information to de- 
termine its corppliance with the following criteria: (b)(2)(ii)(D) 
(puljlicatipn of 'riames of personnel), (bX2X'ii)(E) (publicly avail--* 
.able information regarding its legal organization), (bK2)(iii)/ 
(notice of standards revision), (b)(5)' (validity of standards}, and 
(b)(1 0) (accurate! reference). The Committee indicated thatHf the 
Council does pot offer satisfactory evidence of tJrogress in the 
areas cited above, the Committee will consider recommending 
that the Commissioner request the Council tO show causewhy ' 
his recognitioaof the CME as the coordinating. agency for allied 
health education accreditation should got be withdrawn. During 
its meeting, tVie Advisory Committee-raviewfed additional writ- 
ten material submitted by Nancy^l. M. Preuss^-President of the 
American Society for Medical Technology, vvho criticized the 
collaborative aVrahg^ment in allied health education accredita- 
tion, patficularly as it applies to theNationalAccreditingAgehcy:^^ 
for CImical LaBpratpry„ Sciences. The Committee also heard an 
oral presentatipn .by;*Dr. PreysS; In addition, the' Cpmmittee 
heard oral presentations by representatives of the CME and by 
representatives "'of/ each of the collaborating agencibs .listed 
below, except.the joint Review CotTiniittee on Educa^tionflPro- 
grdms forlPhysician's Assistants a,f?d the Joint Review Coni'mit- 
tee on Edqcation in Radiologic ^technology. The/Commitiee 
heard.two presentations ffpm representatives. of the Arftericah , 
ePhysicahTherapy Associarib.a Frojpi J : 1 Q to 1 ^,^5 p.m.,' thufs-^ 
' dayVMarch 25, SubcomjTuttee^ of th'i^'Adyis/3ry Committee cont- 
; ducted a closed session, in accordance with Section 10(d) of the- 
F^^ral A'dvisoi^y Committee Act (P.L. 92-463) anc^ olauses (4) 
and (6) 61.subsection (by of s^ctioh 552 ofTitle 5 of the United 
States Code. During this session^ the subcommittee discussed 
financial matters inTOlving the;CME and its collaborating agen- 
cies, tt^l^^ussion ajs^tncluided comments Vegarding various 
indiv4duals,associated V^Ttth the Council on Medical Education, 



' the American Physical Therapy AssociS^tipn and the American 
SQcnety for Medio^l Technology/ The. subcommittee took^no'. 
formal action and pVpposed no.recomrnend'ations to the full 
Committee during the cfqsed session. Dc George L. Grassmuck, 
Chairperson of the Advisory Committee- stepjDed down from the . 
Chair in order to partifclpate m'^tijMBfullCommitteediscussions'of 
,the petitions of the CME and its'^coli^orating agencies. Dean. . 
'^oSH'^lrvm^ served as Chairperson durm^lh^^sgjJiscussion^ . 

;.2. December 8- 10/1 976? The Council is requested to pres'enC!^ 
daring^^he June 15-17/l977, Advi?!^ Committee meeting/"'''^ 
. justificatibn for its continued reco^n^n as the accrediting 
,::^gency^ for })hysical Iherapist'educatiOn. The Commissioner's 
^request relates tothe American Physical Thefapy Association's 
"vyit^awal from the CME' collaborative^ arrangement (please \ 
see heln\A>) ^: ; 1— — — ^ — — V 



American Medical Associat^on, Council on Medical Educa- 
tion,, in ^cooperation witHi 

1, Accreditation Committee, .Americfan Occupati^nalTher- 
, apy Association - > : • i 



'M^ch,23-2&, 1976: /jiterim reportf The report is accepteiJ. 
The Accr^Q^itation Committee has respondpd satisfactorily to ■ 
pre^ioiife^concorns. 



, 5. Corrimittee On Accreditation in Education, Arnd/lcartf/ 
•P . PhysicalTherapy Association . ^ . 

« ' ^4arch 23^;2'6, 1 9-7& Petition for renewal of recognition for , 
acgred/tafiqn of professiona/ programs for the physical tber- 
-.^ ap/sf. Rel|||nitiDn^is continued for a period of two y^ars^- ' 
, * J with the spec(?icatipn that ay he enS'of one y^ar, the k^^p^^^ 
ciation wilf hfe expected to S ubmit a report faemo nsti^1n^'%' 
satisfactory p>ogress fovvard resolving issues r.eJat1ngitO;|he 



physical therapy assistant education programs and the pub- 
lication of revised Essentials for physical therapist educa- 
ti9n. The Committee on Accreditation also submitted a peti- 
Xtjon for recogniftion outside the collaborative arrangement 
with the CME/AMA. This is treated below. . 



3. durriculum Review Board, American Association of 

Medical Assistants ' . • ' " 

' ' ' * • » 

March 23-26, '1976: Petition for renewal vf recognition . 
^r accreditation of one- andjLwo-year medical assistant pro- 
'gr^im. Recognition is coptinued for a period of four yelars. 
The Bqard has'demonistrated satisfactory compliance with 
most of the CriteriVfor Recognition. At the endsof one year, 
lhaB6ar4vyiW4?e^xp^cted-to-sdbmit-aTepDr^ 



• action tak^n to include' Board member affiliations iri.tbe' 
• jiublished ' list of the Boa>d!s membership, (criterion 
.(b^2Kii)(D)^names of personnel). The report also wili*he 
expected to include an account of the Board's progress to- 
^ward oollaborating witlj the Accrediting Bureau of Medical 
Laboratory* Schools in:iijch areas as *(1)tTie development of 
^ a common selfrSuryey irjstrument''and'Commoi:i survey pro- 
cedufes; qj^operatiop'ln.joiht surveys; (3J*establ1^^meni 
' of a liaison oomcnitteer^and (^) developmehtof a Jong range 
'plan of cooperation. J^ecognition of th^e Board is contingent 
upon continuatiofTof^he^Qommissib^ recognition of the 
_,C6tinc^l on JVIedicaJ ^^(ication as t^i^/'umbrella''* agency,' 
-following its next review. ^ " . 

t ' - : '■ ■ 

I. Educatio,n*«rta Reg^stra(tion Conimtttee; American Medi- 
.'Cal Rpcord Associatioli^ . /' • ^ / * ' ^ 

. lyiahbb 23-26,1 d^^^^terirrrr^pojl The.r^port is accepted.. 
. The Edacation'-ancJ Registf^jon Committee has responded 
-satisfactorily to previous concerns. . ' * 



5. Joint Review Committ€re on Educational programs for 
, Physician's Assistants, which is sponsored by the Ameri- 
can Academy. of family Physicians, American Academy* 
of Pediatrics,' American Academy of Physician^s Assist- ' 
J ants, American College "of Physicians, American College 
r of Surgeons and American Society of Internal Medicine 

^ a.^. March 23-26, J97,6r Petition for extehsiQ/i of $cope of 
recagnition to ihclufle accreditation of programs for, the 
" • surgeon's assistant. Extension 'of scope of recognition, to 
• * include accredrfationjof progranrti for the surgeon's assist*^ 
ant, is granted. Recognition'of "ttie Joinf Review Committee* 
;on Educational Programs foV the Assistant to the Primary 
Car.e Physician is transferred to th? Joint Reyiew Commit- 
tee on EducatbnaTPlx>gr¥ms7orFhysician's Assistants^ The* 
scope of rejjognition of the Joint ;fteview Corjimittee on Ed* 
• uca\ional Programs for Physician's /Assistants is to be listed 
as ."accreditatfon- of pnograms' foe the assistant to the prN 
• V mary care physician and for the surgeon's assistant." 

. ' b. -March 2'3'26^ 1976:. Interim report regarding' ac'Credi- 
tation of programs for, the .assiSt^Qj: to the primary care ^ 
[physician. The^ repprt is accepted j The Joint' -TievieNAf* 
jComrhittee'has redppnded'Satisfactorily to previous ccyi- 

-6.- Joint Review:. Committee on E.ducatjbppa| Programs in 
^ \ I Nuclear Medicine Technology^ whicHT^ spQ^^^^ 

' Americaif College of Padiology, American -Society of 
piinical P^^plogitts, Aniericah Society for lyiedicalfech- 
nplogy,, American Society ^of{|\adiologic Technologists 
' and th6 Society of Nuciear lyl^d^^^ 

" March 23 -26, r1 976: Petition for renewal of recognition for 
accreditation of programs for the nuclear medicine tech- 
no/o5^sf.' Recognition is continued for a period of two years. 
'The Joint Review Comcnitte'e will be.expected to subrfiit to 
the Advisory Committee, at the end of one year^ a report ojn. 



action taken by the AMA's House pf Delegates regardihglhe 
Joint Review Coijimitfee's nev\/~ Essentials, aad reflecting 
satisfactory development gf its self-study instrument.! 



Joint Review Committee on Education in Radiolbgic 
Ttechnolopy, which is sponsored by the Araerican College 
of Radiology and the American Society of Radiolqgic 
Technotogists , . 



March 23-26, 1976: Interim report The report is accepted. 
Thf^Joint^^view Commi|^tee has respdnded satisfactorijylto' 
previous eoncefns. 



National AccreditinglAgency toFXirnTdal~Taborator 
Sciences, which is sponsored by the American Society for 
Medical Technology arid the American ^od^ty of Clinical 
Patho^gists ^^jy . * V; . \ ^ 

March 23-26, 1976: Petition for renewal:"of recognition for 
accreditation cff.educational programs Jo} th^ laboratory as- 
sistant and schools andprogramb for the medical laboratory 
technician. Recognition is continued for 'a period of two 
,ye^rs.; The Agency has dem'onsirated^atisfactqry' cocn- 
pliance with the Criteria for Recognition: The liH^itation on 
the Agency'b period of recognition is designed to bring the 
* review of its accrediting^ctivities in these two areas into* 
.the regular cycle of revTfew of Jts accrediting activities in 
-other areasc '0^. ' 7. \' ' 



. /(mi9rican Optometrjc Assotciatibn, Council on Optometric 
^ Education . " ^ S ' ' ^ - . 

Decem.ber*8-10,.1^?6: Petition for renewal ofjecognition for 
accreditation, andpre^acfreditation as "fie^sonable'Assarance" 
and "Preliminary /5<pproval/' of professional prograrps irj op- - 
fo/77ef/:y.jPtecogn|ti6n is continued for a period of four years. The 
Xouncjl.has.demonstrated^atisfactory cohipliahce with rnost of 



' the Criteria for Recognition. At the end of one year, the Cbiin- 
cil will be expect&Jt^ubmit to the Advisory GDmmitte*e a report 
addressing concerns regarding its comaliance vi'iih the follow- 
ing criteria: .'Ml (definition of sc6pe), (b)?2)(i) and (cX4) 
(public representatives) arid (b](3)(viiiKA) (no change m status), 
I n addition, the report should acTdress itself to the matter of the 
Counbil'S preiFerence for its accredited programs to-be located 
in university settings. Durtng its meeting, the Advisory Com- 
mittee heard an oral presentation by representatives of the 
Council, ' , ^ . , 

American Osteopathic Association 
♦ . • * ' ' ^ 

June 16-1 8, 1 976: Petition for renewal of recognition for ac- 
creditation, . and for preaccrqditation as "Preaccreditatiop 
Status" ^md '"Provisional j^ppro^a//' of programs Jeading to 
the D.O. degree^ Recognition is/co^^tinued for a period of two . 
years. At t(ie end of one yeaV^TtteAssociatTSn^will be expected to- 
demonstrate progress toward satisfactory compliance with 
criteria4^2Xii)(C) {current status); (b)(2)0ii) (notice of startSards 
revision) andc(b)(2)(iv) (complaint review procedures'), of the 
Criteria far Recognition. In additiqripit should demonstrate that 
jt has taken measures to clarify its* policies and procedures 
^documents concerning its due process procedures and its scope 
of operations. 

Questions are raised concerning the Association's require^ 
ments thaf accredited schools be members of the American"^ 
Association of Colleges of Osteopathic Medicine, and that 
D.O,'s who are members of the faculty of accredited colleges be 
rriembers of the American OsteopathJc Association. The As- 
sociation and the D]vision of Eligibility and Agency Eval^iation 
are directed to explore cooperatively the issDes concerning the 
membership requirements arid, at the end of oq§ year, the As- 
sociation isjto submit to the Advisory Committee a report on its 
considereftlon of these issues. , * ' . 



During its meeting, the Committee revigjpntadditional written 
material submitted by Philip Pufiferantz, Director of the AOA's 



Office of Osteopathic Education. The Committee alsotieard an 
oral presentation by representatives of the Assodiation.* 

American Physical Therapy Association, Committee on 
Accfeditatloil in Education 

1. March 23-26, 1976: Petition for initiaf recognition for inde- 
pendent accreditation of entry /eve/ programs for physical thera- 
pist assistants. Action on the petition is deferred for a period of 
-two-^r^arsT-T^-Amerrcarrl^h^slcal^f^^ Association cur- 
rently is-recognized by the Commissionera^a nationally recog- 
^ nized-accrediting association in collaboration with the Council 
^ oriJVIedical Education, American Medical Association.^This peti- 
tion constitutes a request for recogpi'tion outside the collabora- 
tive, arrangement. The Advisor/Tommittee has indicated a, 

. desire to encourage and preserve the conc^of ^ coordinating 
Agency- fpr allied health accreditatipn. The Committee also 
recognizes recent efforts or the part of-the CME to foster the 

• , a.dpption of revised physical therapist education fsse/7f/a/s, and 
'to bring physical 'Ihei-apist.assistant education under trie CME- 
, ••umbreMa." The two-year deferral corresponds with the.periodi 
,of recognition granted to the CME as the >mbrella" agency and 

- for thQ CME arid APTA as collaboVating agerVcies f6V physical 
therapist education (please see the appropriate sections uti^ 
•th^American Mfedical Association, above). During 4t$ rTleeting,^ 

' • the Advisory Committ^Jieard oraff presentations by the Asso- 
, ciation's representatives regarding both itspetitipn for renewal 
of recognition as a collaborative agency, andlthis petition,. 
From 1 :1 0 to 1 ^25 p.m,;Thur^day, March 25, Subcornmhtee Vbf 
the Advisory Comnjittee cl6sed its discissions to the, public, - 
pursuant to.Section 10(d) df the Fei^eral Advispry Committee" 
Act (PI, 92-463) and clauses (4J and (6) of subsection (b) of sec- 

^fion 552 of Title 5 of the United States Code. During this session, 
the subcommittee discL^Ssed fipandal and personnel- matters * 
associated with'the American Physic^lThejrapy Association and 
the Cojjncil on Medical Education. The^sruboommittee took no 
formal'action and proposed no redommendations to the full 
Committee during jthe closed session. 



2.*Decem^er 8-10, 1976: Petit/on for initial recognition hr 
independent accreditation of entry level programs for.physical- 
therapists bnd programi for physical therapist assistants. Con- 
sideration of this petitioats deferred until the June 1 5-1 7, 1 977, 
Advisory Committee meetfng. As noted above, this petition, 
whfen -first presented, vyas deferred for two years. However, 
since that action, the Association indicated th&t Mginriing 

.January 1, 1977, it would sever its accrediting 'ties vwth the 
AmeriCati Medical Association, and requested that the petition 
be^e&ctivqlfid. The request was granted. Durirlg the hrieeting, 
the Committee reviewed additional written material submitted 

.by Richard Egao, S*ecretary, Council' dn Medical Education,' 
American Medical Association; by William M. Samuels, Execu- 
tive Director of the American SoqiSty of Allied hJealtK Profes- 
sions; by John W. Scher^^^i-horn, Dean of the'School of Allied 
hjealth Profestsions of the University of Texasr Medical Center^ 
"arid chairman of the Task Force on Accreditatioh of, the Council 
on EducatiShal institutions, American Society of AlliedTHeatth 
Professions; and by- J^. Alexander McMahoh] President of the 
American Hospital Asspciation. Dr. Egan indicated a ciesire 
to Continue to seek a collaborative approach to jaccredita- 
tion. /l^Ir. Samuels expressed a willjngness to cdoperate with 

^;.pther organizations with similar concerns in accreditation. 
Dr. Schermerhorn urg?d deferral of any new action until all 
^concerped parties could have an opportunity tp explore 
mutual congems, He .also indicated tha.t the American 
§pci^ty of Ayied Health Professions wouJd assume a*more 
active role in accreditation. Dr.' McMahon opposed the 
APTA's withdrawal from the. collaborative arrangement aS; 
encouraging fragmentation in accreditation. Mr. Samuels and 
DrS. Egan and Schemierhorn also made oral presentations 
before the Ct)mmitlee,. as did representatives of the APTA. 
The Association's representatives indicated a willingness to 
explore cooperative efforts Jwith any organization in the 
future in order to .insure proper training of^physical 
therapists and tq^^rotect copsumer interests. The Advisory 
Committee's recommendation, and the Commissfoner's 



action* regarding this petition, therefore, are designe.d^'to . 

provide an opportunity for the concerned parties to explore 

efforts toward improvement of cooperation. The interval 

'also permits. the Association, to review concerns raised 

regarding its compliance with criteria (c)(1) (acceptance) ^rld 

(c)(4)..(reflects community of interests), of the Criteria for 

Recognition. In view of the change in c-the curr^tJy 

recognifed collaborative arrangement for accreditation of 

pKysical therapist ^education, 'the Council on Medical Educa- 

tiori is requested to present, at the June 15-17, 1977, 

Advisory Committee meetirig, justification for its continued 

.recognition as the accrediting agency in this area. Dr. 

Pascasio was absent "from all discussion ^nd action'regaWing 

this petition. Dr: Miller sferved 9s Advisory ^"Committee 

Chairperson 'during the full Committee .revie.w of the 

petition! , ^ 
♦ 

American PsychotogicaL Association, Committee on Ac-' 
cre'ditation " . 

June 1 6-1 8, 1 976: Interir^ report regarding the accreditation of 
.doctoral programs in school psychology. The report is accepted. 
TheCommittee;9n Accreffitation has responded satisfactorily to 
previous concern^. During the meeting, the Advisory Com- 
inittee heard an oral presentation by representatives of the 
CoLmmittee on Accreditatiqn. * • ^ * 

American Speech and Hearing Association, Boards of Exam- 
iners in Speech PathoTogy and Audiology < . ^ 

< <~ • • ' 

^September 21-24, 1,976: Petition for renewal of recognition 
for accreditation of master's degree programs in speech path- 

• Qlogy ^fjd audiology. Recognition is continued for a period of 
three years. At the end of one year,-th*e Boards will be expected 

^ to subwit to thd Advisory Cbjrimittee a repoft demonstrating 
satisfactory compliance with criterion (b)(a)(i) (public represen- 
tatives) of the Criteria for Recognition. In addition, the Boards' 



report shoujd indicate progress toward adoption of revised'self- 
study guidelines and visiting team instructions— criteHon 
(aH3)(iiiXB)' (guidance); adoption of written complaint review 
procedures— criterion (b)(2)(iv); and adoption of proposed nevv 
accreclitatioh procedures. During Its meeting, the Advisory 
Committee heard an oral presentation by.representatives of the 
. Association. « ' ' 

American Veterinary Medical Association 

1 . Committee on Animal Technician Activities and Trainings 

December 8-1 0, 1 976: Petition for extension of scope of recog- 
nition to include the Committee on Animal Technician-Activi- 
ties and Training's (CAT AT) accreditation oi associate degree 
programs for animal technicians. Extension of scope of recog- 
, nition is granted for a period of one year. WhHe OATAT has 
demonstrated 'satisfactory compliance with t^ost of the Cri- 
teria for Recognitioa three areas ofdef iciency in CATAT's com- 
pliance with the Criteria shouldvbe addressed if CATAT is to re- 
tain.cpntlnued recognition beyond one year. These areas are: 

(a) (3Kiii) (self-analysis/on-site reviews), specifically, integra- 
tion* of the self-study document into the evaluative'process; at- 
terftio'fi to the training and composition of site review teams; and 

(b) (2)(i) (public representatives). During its meeting, the^Ad- 
* visory Committee reviewed additional written material sub- 
mitted by the Association, and heard an oral presentation by the 

(Association's representatives. '(The Associa^tion's Council on 
Education currently is recognized for accreditation, arid for 
avvard of the preaccreditatibn status of 'Reasonable Assurance ' 
of^ccreditation," of prograim leading to the D.V.M. and V.M.D. 
degrees.) . . * . . 

2. Council on Education ^ 

16-18, 1976: /n^er//?? reporr Thl^VepofLi^-ae^pted^ 
cil has responded satisfactorily to previ^ous concernsJ 
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Associatioi^ for' Clinical Pastoral Education, Inc. 

June 16^18, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition for ac- 
creditation of professional training centers for clinical pastoral 
education, Recogpition is continued for a period of four ye^rs. 

*The.Association is commended for its progress, ai^d is encour^ 
aged to continue its cooperative relationship with the Associa- 
tion of Theological, Schools in the United States and Canada. 

* During the meeting, tfie^Advisory Commijtee heard arforal pres^ 
entation by representatives of the Association. 

^ "■ . • ' * ^ ^ 

Association of Advanced Rabbinical and Talmudic Schools, 
Accreditation Commission 

December 8-10, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition for 
accreditation and preaccredij^tion as 'Xorrespqg^^ent" and 
''Candidate" of rabbinical and Talrpudic schools. Recognition is 
continued for a period of four -years. The Accreditation Com- 
mission has demonstrafed satisfactory compliance with the,Cri- 
teria for Recognition. During the meeting, the Advisory Com-, 
mittee heard an oral presentation by i'epres^ntatives of the 
Comhfiissiort. * . - 

Association pf Independent Colleges and'Schools, Accredit- 
ing Commission «^ ' 

September 21 -24, 1 976: Interim report The report is accepted. 
The Commission bas responded satisfactorily to.the Comrtiis- 
sioner of Education's letter of April 24, '1975. , 

Cosmetology Accrediting Commission 

September 21-24, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition 
for accreditation of cosmetology schools ahd programs, Recog- 
nition is continued for a period of onejyBar. While the'Commis- 
sion ha? demonqfrated substantial progress since its lasf re- 
view, compliance with significant portions oi^X^^ Criteria for 
Recognition remains to be demonstrated. Thereford^ould the 
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Commission present a petition'for renewal of recognition after 
one year, it will be expected to demoij^strate, further positive 
progress m all areas of de|lciency cited by the Ccynmissioner- 
of Education in^ his letter c^lpecember 11, 1975. Durihg the 
meeting, the Advisory Conriixiittee reviewed additional written 
material submitted by Laure^^R. Oldak and.William \A/. Scott, 

' Counsel for the National Hairdressers and Cosmetologists As- 
sociation. They .raised a number of;Concerns regarding the Cpm- 

' mission's compliance with thi^Criteria. In addition, the Cpm^ 
mittee heard an oral presenti^lion by representatives^ the 
Commission. ^ / 

Council on Education for Publi^d Health 

A 

1. September 21-24^.1976: Interim report.' The report is, ac- 
cepted The Courluil has resp^ndea satisfactorily to, the Com-- 
•missioner of Edupation[^ letter of April 24, 1975. During its 
meeting, the Advisory Committee h^ard^'anor&l presentation by 
representatives of the Council. L 

2. December,8-10^1976: Request wr^0ostpor)e 

,of petition for renewal of recognitthn from March 1977 to 
MarcM978. The request is dehied. The Council reqfuested the' 
postponement because of preparation^ to expand its scope of 
accredij;ing aptivities. The Council indicated that it woulpl seek 
recognition for this expanded scopCj^^but tfiat It would take ap- 
proximately one year to preparie stanBardsand procedures, and 
ta submit a petition for recogni^tion. In rejecting the Council's 

♦ request, the Committee takes, the same position which it took 

JnJ_ejiyIogJte_r^uest_i)Lthe_A 
(|:^^ease see above).^No action waSsr^qulr^d by. the Gomnnis^ 
sioner; subsequently/ DEA?, for administrative reasons,' re* 
scheduled the Council's revFew for June. 197^.) 

^ , . 'L * ' 

Council On Socilil Work Educatione.Commis8K>n on Accredi- 
tation ^ ~ \ 

^ • . • ' - \V 

Jyne ^6-18, 1976: Petition for renewal of rec^nition for 

accreditation, and for the. award of the preaccreditation 



status of ''Candidacy/''of; master's and baccalaur&ate degree 
programs in social work. Becognition is continued for a 
period of four years. At the end of one year, the Commissidn 
will be ^xpected^ to. submit a report 'to the Advisory 
Committed demonstrating progress toward achieving satisfac; 
tory compliance with criteria (b)(2){ii)(C) (current* statu s)\ 
and (bKlO) (accurate reference), of the Criteria for Recogni- 
tion. During its meeting, the* Committee heard an oral 
presentation by representatives of the Commission. 

- • ' ■ , \ 

Engineers'^ Council for Professiotial Development . 

September 21 -24,^1 976: Petition for renewal ofrhcogfiiti^nfor 
accreditaWn of graduate programs leading to advanced entry 
into fhe engineering profession. Recognition of .the Council is 
continued for a period of two years. Continuation oT recognition 
beyond tvyo years will depend, among other factors, upon the 
results of the six-year experiment and study of this level of ac- 
creditation .scheduled to be completed by ECPD, and upon the 
capability of ECPD to resolve, within itsovyn structure, issues of 
cohffict among its Participating Bodies and their meml>er.s. Dur- 
ing its npf^eting, the. Advisory Committee revieWed.additiorial 
wcittert .material submitted by "the Council; ^by Bruno A. Boley, 
Dean of Technical Institute of Northwestern University, and 
Secretary to the 'Engineerirtg Deans of the "Big Ten" \Jni- 
versities; and by Daniel C. D.mcker, Dean of Engfneedng, 
University of Mlinois, arnd Chairman of the Engineering, 
College Council/ American Society for Engineering Educa- 
tion. Dean Boley and Qean Drucker both opposed ECPD's 
accreditation-of-advanced-Ievel. engineering programs, the 
Advisory Committee also, heard or^l presentations by the 
Council and by *Dean Boley and Dean Dmcker. Dean Irving' 
abstained from discussion and voting on this petition. 

foundation for Interior Design Education Research, Com- 
, mittee pn Accreditation i 

' , . ' . . \ , tt ' 

March 23-26, 1976: Petition for initial recognition for accredi- 
tation of professionat and techniqaljnterior dej^ign^programs. 



Recognition is granted for a period of two years. The Commit- 
'tee on Accreditation has demonstl-ated cpnriplfance ^'\th the 
Criteria for Recognition. The two year perfod of recognition will 
enable the Advisory Committee to evaluate FIDER's full imple- 
mentation of its evaluative procedures after a two-year period. 
During its meeting^; the Advisory Cbmrnittee h6Bfd an oral pres- 
entation by representatives of the Committee on Accreditation. 

fQational Association of Schools and Colleges. , 

December 8-10, 1976: Petition for initial recognition for ac- 
creditation of programs, schools and colleges in the area ofnqn^ 
traditional or alternative, education. Recognition is denied. The 
Association has failed to demonstrate satisfactory compliance 
with a substantial number of the Criteria for Recognition. Th6se 
arer (a)(1)(i) and (ii/ "(scope of operations);- (a)(2)(l), (ii) and (iv) 
(organization); (a)(3)(i) (procedures);(b)(1)(ii) (defmition ofpur- 
pose); (b)(2)(i), (ii A-C), (iii) and (iv>(responsiveness to the public); 
(b)(3)(v) and (viii)(A) (due proces?); (b)(4) (ethical.practices); (bK5) 
(program of evaluatiort); (b)(6) (output evaluVtibn); (c)(1), (2), (3) 
and (4) (reliability); and (d)(1) (autonomy). The Cbmrnittee and 
the Commissioner f urttier suggest that the Association can best 
achieve compliance through a basic change in its evalueftive ap- 
proach—namely, the evaluation of institutions on the basis of 
'current programs, resources and objectives, rather than on 
future promise. During its meeting, the Ad\{isory Committee 
heard an oral presentation by. representatives of the-AssQcia- 
tion. , . , • - 

National Association of Schools of Art, Commission on Ac- 
creditation and Membership 

March 23-26, 1976: Petit/on tor renewal of recognition for ac- 
creditation, and for the award of the preaccreditation status of 
'Xandidacy, Status, " of professional art schools and programs. 
Recognition iS/Continued for a^period of four years. The Commis^ 
sionhasdemonstrated satisfactory compliance with theCriteria 



\for Recognition. At the end of one* year, the Commission will be 
expected to submit to the Advisopy Committee a report on action , 
, taken, if any, regarding the inclusion of proprietary schools of 
aVt in the universe of schools and programs which it accredits/ 
and on the results of the Commission's exploration into the de- 
velopment of a monitoring systfem which would ensure a review 
of schools' and programs at intervals more freguent than the 
current ten-year cycle of reevaluatiohs. During its meeting, the 
Committee heard an oraj presenlation by representatives df the 
Commission. 

National Association of Schools of Music 

June 16-18, 1976: Petition for extension hf scope of recogni- 
tion to include accreditation of non-degree granting secondary 
and ppstsecondary institutions offering music education. Ex- 
tension of scope of recognition is granted untilSeptember 1 977, 
when this activity can be reviewed in conjunction with the re- 
view of the Association's olher. accrediting activities.^ During 
its meeting, the Advisory Committed heard an oral presentatipn 
by representatives of the Associatior^. 

National Council for Accreditation of Teacher Educatioij! . 

March 23-26, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition for ac-' 
creditatiQn o( baccalaureate Snd graduate^gree progra/ns for 
Jeacher education. Recognition is continued for a p,eriod of 
three y^ars. The Council has demonstrated satisfactory com- 
pliance with mbst olf the Criteria for Recognition. At the end of 
one year, the Council will be expected to submit tothe Adv^iso'ry 
Committee a report demonstrating progress toward satisfactory 
compliance with the following criteria: (bK2)(i) (public repre- 
sentatives); (bl(2)(iv) (complaint review procedures), particu- 
larly, implementation of^uch procedures; and. (b)(9) (regular 
reeValuations). During its meeting, the Committee heard an oral 
presentation by representatives of the Council. * J" 



National Home Study Council, Accrediting Commission 



1 . March 23-26, 1976: Petition fo^ renewal of recogriitipn for 
accreditation of private horhe study schools. Recognition ispiOn- 
tinued for a periodof three years. The Accrediting Commission 
has demonstrated satisfactory compjiance with most of the Cri- 
teria for Recognition^JHowever, the Committee femains con- 
cerned about theCommission's compliance with several, of the 
c/iteria*.Th^efore, at the March 1977 meeting, the Commission 
will Be expected to submit to the Committee a report concerning 
further.^ progress ih: *(1)developirig a revised.' Guide to Self- 
Evalu3tior\(criterion fa)(3)(iii)— self-analysis); (2) providing addi-' 
tionaifinformation about the relationship of output ^valuation 
to:determinations of accredited statujs (criterion (bX6)— outputs 
^valuation); ancf (3) attention to the matters of school sales per- 
sonnel and evaluation of outputs. The Commission *also" is re- 
quested to givemiaximum^attentlon to ^thicalpractices in home 
study-education, and to mclude in fts March 1977 report infor- 
mation regarding the number of persons participating in home 
study education and the impact of home study education upon 
its participants'. • ' ^ ' - 

2. March 23-26; 1976: Petitionforextensiongf scope of recog- 
nition to include ackreditation Of non-private horne study 
schools: Extension of scope of recognitiqn is grarfted. Thfe 
Accrediting Commission has demonstVated.that its accredit- 
ing activities jri thfs area are conducted in compliance wjth 
the Criteria foi* Recognition. The- Commission's scope, of 
recognition now is defined as ".accreditatjdn pf hojne study 
schools.!' , . • . 



During this meeting, the Advisory Committee heard'ari oraL 
presentation by representatives of the Accrediting Commission. • 

''New England Association of Schools Colleges 

June 16-18, 1976: Petition for recognition ^'as h nationally- 
recognized accrediting association for instituBbh^ accredita- ^ 



tion and preaccredititwn in Cor^necticut Maine, Massachw 
setts, NevvHarnpshireC^OdelslandandVerrnont Recognition . 
an assoctetion^is grantlMl for a period of four years,Jncluding. 
^ continued recognition of thevpr^accredijation categories utilized 
' by each of the four Commissions of the Association. Several 
questions are r^jsed re^drding the Association's,^ or its Com- 
*missions',^compliance with the Criteria for Recognition. Be- 
cause itjs apparent that^certain of these questions resulted 
.^from ipisunderstandings qoncerning interpretation of the Cri-. 
: teria, the DEAE stafMs dir'ected to review these questions with 
..officials of the Association and to provide 9 report to the Com- 
• mijtee no later than the December 1976 Advisory Commit- 
tee meeting. Issues which should be explored relate to the 
'.following: (l)for the Association ,as a; whoje— criteria ^ 
(b){2)(ii)(D) (names^of persgnqeU and (b)(5) (vaNdity of. 
standards); (2) for the Commission on Institutions of^iHigher 
Education-criterion (b){;10j (\vrittefj statements requiring 
institutions to specify the levels fot"^whiclit they have been^ 
accredited); (3) for the Commission 'on Publi,c Schools- 
criteria (b)(2)<iii).(notic^ of standards revision) and (c)(4). 
(reflects community of interests); and, (4) for the Commis- 
sion ..on Vocational, Technical,- Career Institutions-rcriterja 
*(b)<2)(iii) (n6tice of standards revision), ^b)(7) (encouragis 
innovation), fb)(10) (accurate reference) ami (c)(4) (reflfecV 
community Qf mtcfrests). . ^ ^ • 



The As30ciation is comjgertiJe^-^for its^pioneering efforts in the 
continuing evolution of the' accrediting process. Because of 
staffihgfand scheduling problems, the Division.of Eligibility and 
AgencV .Evaluation .|ielayed its report until the June J 5^1 7, 
t^77. Advisory Cpmmittee meeting. 

Preaccreditation categories for which recognition is contintjed' 
are: ^ -yv^ ^ ^ , ■ - ^ ^ ' ' 

CommiM^ on Independent Schoots: Recognition^ of Cahdi- 
dacyj^^fcreditatloh . ' *; • 



Commission on Institutions of Higher Education: Candidate for ^ 
Accreditation • ^ • 



Commission Cn Public Schools: Recognition of Capdidacy for 
Accreditation 

Commissipn on VocationaTMechnical, C^re^ InsjSP^ 
Candidate for Accreditation, Candidacy for AccreditatiJFi 



, During its meeting, the Advisory Committee heard »an oral 
presentation by representatives of the Association. EjJpept to 
answer.other Committee members' Questions^Mr. Wilkfte, who 
was President of the Association when it was reorgani^d, ' 
abstained from discossion and voting on'this petit^ion. \ 

Now York §tate Board of Regents 

September^21 -24, 1 976: Interim report. The report is accepted. 
'The Board of Regents has responded satisfactorily to the 
Comniissioner of Education's tetter of April 24, 1 975. Qurihg its 
meeting, the Advisory Committee heard an oral presentation by 

representatives'of the, Board. ^ ' 

y ^ — ^ " . ^ 

North -Cpntraf Association of Colleges and Schools, Com- ; 
mission on Schools 

. i • 

' 1. September 21-24, ^.Petition for reqeyNal of recognition 
for institutional accreditation of secondary scliools in Arizona,-^ 
Arkansas, Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, TVew Mexico, North Dakota, 
Ohio^^lahpma, South Dakota,^West Virginia, Wisconsin ^nd' 
^Wyonring. Recognition is continued for^ period of four years. At 
the end of two years, the Commission will be expected totubmit 
^ /to^the Advisory Committee a report on action it has takerf to 
address the Committee's cqncern for the Commission's lack of 
^ull compliance with criterion (c)(4) (reflects com*munrty of 
interfests) of the Criteria for Recognition. Regarding this issue, 
the Commission appear? 4o be excluding'secondary and ele- 
mentary school faculty members (as opposed to admin istratOrs) 
• from membership on its policy and decision-making bpdies. 

> / 



2. September 2T-24, 1976: Petit^oh for e^ension of scope of 
recognition to include institutional accreditation of optional and 
special function (secondary level)' schools, and elementary 
schools, and for preaccreditation ^s ''Candidacy," Extension of 
scope of 'recognitjon to include accreditation of elementary 
schools, and for the award of the preaccreditation status of 
"Candidacy,'* k granted for a period of four years. The Com- 
rpission is requesK(ed to address the same concern with respect 
to this activity vvhich* was raisecJ during the review ofTts 

, activities within its present scope of recognition (please see 
above). The Commissioner of Education considers the Commis- 

> sion's present scope of recognition to include the accr^editation 
of secondary optional and special ftinction schools. 

During thrs^efeting, the-Advisory Committee' reviewed addi- 
tional written material submitted by the Conimission, and heard 
aa oral presentation by representatives pf the Commfssion. Dr. 
Simpson abstaihed from voting on bg.th petitions, due to a 
possible appearance of conflipt of interest. 



Northwest Association of Schools and Colleges, Commis- 
sion on Colleges ^ ' 

December 8-10, 1;976: petition for renewal of recognition for 
institutional accreditation and preaccreditation as "CalfidMate 
for Accreditation" in Alaska, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, dre^on,,. 
Utah and Washington. R^ogpition is continued for a period of # 
four years. The Commission has demonstrated satisfactory 
compliance with mqSt of the Criteria for Recognition. Regarding 
those criteria vy.here concerns have been raised, the Advisory 
Committe'elndicates satisfaction with the a^stfrances given by 
the Commission's representatives duri«g their oral presenta- 
tion on December 9. Ratfier than limit the Commissipn's term of 
recognition; therefore, the Commfssioner requests Jthat a report 
be submittedto the Advisory Committee at the end of two years 
demonstrating that the Commission's assurances regarding the 
following criteria have been implemented: (aK2Kiv) (qualified 



personnelUaXSHi) (definitions/procedures), lb)(2Mi) (public rep- 
resentatives), (b)(2)(ii)(D) (names^of personnelj, jbHSHviii) (ap- 
peals rules) and(bK5)(validity of standards). Dr Miller abstaiimed 
ffom discussion and voting on this petition. 

Southern Association of Colleges and Schools, Commission 
on Ogcupationar Education Institutions ^ j 

1. December 8-10, 1976: Petidon for renewal of recognition 
for accreditation and for preaccrelditation as '-'Candidate for 
Accreditation" of ^stsecdndary non-collegiate, pon-degree 
granting institutions of occupational education in Alapama^, 
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North Car- 
olina, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas and Virginia. Recogni- 
tion is continued for a period of four years. The Corrfmission has 
demonstrated satisfactory comp I ia^^ce with the Criteria, for 
Recognition. At the end of one year, the. Commission wfrll be 
expected to submit tb'the Advisory Commitfee?a*Teport on the 
development of a cooperative program with other comqr»issions 
of the Soiithern Association to deal with shared-time area 
vocational centers, which presently lib not.have access to 
accreditation. • 

.2. December 8-10, \^&\J^etition for exteQ§ion of scope of 
recognition to includes the accreditation of proprietary institu- 
tions. Extension- of scope of recognition is granted for a period of 
four* years^ While the Commission is m satisfactory*compJiance ' 
with the Criteria for Recognition, the Advisory Committee has 
expressed concern about thelmpact^f^this activity upon other 
•accrejjitin;^ agencies.operating in the^Jd-df proprietary educa-t^ 
tfon. The Commission, therefore, .vJitfbe expected, at the end of 
one year, to submit to the, Advisory Committee a report on 
implementatfon of liaison with accreditihjj agencies already, 
actjvejn'the proprietary vocational education field. ' • 

During this mepting, the Advisory Committee heard an oral 
presentation by representatives of .the Commission. 




Sept^ber 21-24, 1976: Petition for renewa^of recognition for 
-institutional accreditation, and preaccreditation as^ "Candidate 
for Accreditation," of community and junior colleges- in tali- 
fornia, Hawaii, the Territory ofG^afh and such other areas in the 

. -Pacific Trust Territories as may-apply to it for service. Recog- 
nition is continued for a period of four yearS. The Commission is 
requested to reviev\/ its colnpliance with criterion (b)(5>(vaiidity 
of standards) of the Criteria for Recd^nitton, and to consider the 
formalization of procedures to assess the validity and rejiability 
of its educational standards. During its meeting! tfie Committee 

. heard an oral presentation byfepresentativesof the Accrediting 
Commission. 



Western Association of Schoofs lind Colleges, Accrediting 
. Commission for Senior Colleges and Universities * 

September 2 1 -24, 1 976: Petition for renewal ofrecognition-for 
institutional accreditation, and preaccreditation as "Candidate 

. for Accreditation," of senior colleges and urpversities in Call- 
fornia, Haw^i, the Territory ofGvamandsuch dther areas of the 
Pacific Trust Territories as may apply to it for serwce. Recogni- 
tion is continued for a periodrof four years. The Cdmmjssign Is 
requested, during its next review for renewal of recognition, to 
address the issue of its minimal compliance with criterion (c)(4) 

' ^ (reflects community of intere^s) of the CriteVia.for Recognition'. 
Regarding this criterion, the imbaiance' between faculty and 
administration membership on the Commission appears' to be. 
inconsistent -with the ComrTjission's -ovvn policy- statement 
Regarding its composition. During itSvlneeting, the Advisory 
Committee heard an oral presentation by representatives of the 
Accrediting Commissjqn.- • • ^ 



^B] State Agencies Recognized for the Approval of Public 
Postsecondary Vocatibnal Education * ^ 

♦ 

• Arkansas Stat0 Board for Vqfcational Education 

December-a-10,. 1 976: Interim Report. The report is accepted. 
The Board has responded satisfactorily to previous concerns! 
During its meeting, the Committee reviewed additional written 
material submitted b/ the Boara, and heard an oral presentation 
by representatives of the Board - 

Florida State Board df Education 

March 23-26, 1 976: Withdrawal from Commission^r's-List of 
Recognized Stafe Ajgencies, In 1975; the Board notified 'the 
Committee and the Commissioner of its intention not to apply 
for renewed recognition when its term expired in iVIarch 197B. 
The ^oaFd, therefore, is removed from the list. No action was, 
required by the Committee. " ' - ^; ' 

Indiana State Board of Vodational and Technical Education^ 

Seprmnber-21-24', 1976: Petition for rene'Wai of recognition. 
Reco§nition is continued for a period of two yeaVs., At the end of one ' 
year, the Board will be expected to submit to the Advisory Com- 
mittee a report demonstrating progress -toward establishing 
satisfactory compliance with the foUowing Criteria for Recogni- 
tidffMbXI^iv) (output assessment); {b){1){viij {review^6f..stand- 
ards)> specifically, review of standards, policies arid pi:ocec!ures 
whicKprovide comprehensive institutional coverage'necessary * 
fohristitutional,evaluatior^^^bX1 Xix) (review of complaints); and 
^(cKi)(statementpf ethical practices) and (ii)(rdview procedures), 
^specifi^^llV, the establishment of vvritten procedures for these 
criteria. During its meetjng, tbe Corhmittee heard an oral 
presentation by representatives of the Bo^rd. ^ 



Iowa State Board of Public Instruction V ^ 

' . i X 
March 23-2g, lj976: Petition for renewal of recognition. Rbcm 
nition is contjriued for a periocJ.of ^four ye^. The Board/^a: 
demonstratedisatisfactory compliance with the Crito^ fo/' 
Recbgnition.JShortJy after July 1, T976, the Board is e/pected)6 
submit te^he-Advisory Committee a Report demonstrating 
satisfactory jmplfementation of its^newly adopted institutidnal^ 
self-assessrhent. procedures. (Subsequently, the Division of 
Eligibility and Agency Evaluation postponed review^Df the report 
until June 1977, The postponement was the result of sdhddul-- 
ing difficulties.) ' ' • • , 

Kansas State Board.of Education ' 

June 1 6-1 8, 1 976: Interim report. The report is accepted. The 
Board has responded satisfactorily to previous concerns. * 

IK^ntucky State Board of Education . \ . ^ 

September 2 1'-24, 1976: Petition Jor renewal of recognition. 
Recognit^bn is continued for a period of three years. At the end 
of oneyear, the Board wiy be expectedtosubmittotheAdvisory. 
Coinmittee a report addressfng the folfpwtnjj concerns: the 
breaflth of composition of membership on visiting evaluation . 
teams— criterion (a'K3)(UKB) (onsite examinatioHs and report) of 
the Criteria for Recognition; progress toward inclusion of 
student representatives; on the State Adi7isory Cojuncil on 
Vocational Education— criteriont(b)(1)(i) (advisory body); and 
fvifience that th^'Board prombtes-a^well-defined set of ethical 
'Standards governinig transcripts-rcrilerion (c)(i) (statement of 
ethical practices). In addressing the issue of^cpmposition of 
membership on site visit teams,; the Board is expected to; 
explore the feasibility of including employjers and representa- 
tives of industry. During its meeting, the Commiftee heard 
an oral presentation by representatives of the 3oard. 



Minnesota State Board for Vqj^ational-Technioal Education 

March 23-26,'1 976: Petition for renewal of recognition. Recog- 
nition is continued for a periocf pf^fhree years. The Board has 
demonstrated satisfactory compjiance with most of the Criteria 
for Recognition. At the end of one year, the Board is expected to 
submit to the Advisory Committee a report demonstrating hqw it 
plans \o' implement procedures for a comprehensive ^self- 
evaluation (criterion (aK3)(ii)(A)— qualitative assessment); and 
demonstrating how it compiles a composite report of finding of 
thp on-sit6' review team (criterion (b)(2Xii)— written report 
furnished). Durjng its meeting, the Committee heard an oral 
presentation by represeatativesIof*the Bo^rd. 

Missouri State Board of Education, 

March 23-?6 ,1976: Petition for renewal of recognition. Recog- 
nitioo is. continued for a period of three years. The Board has 
demonstrated satisfactory cfornplianqe with the Criteria for 
Recognition. The limitation on|he period of recognition to three 
years is designed to place the Board in the regular cycle of 
review for State Agencies recognized for the approval of pubjjc 
postsecondary vocational education. During its meeting, (he 
Advisory Committee heard an oral presentation by representa- 
tives of the Board" 

* U' , 
New Jersey State Board of Education ^ 

June 16-f8, T976: Petition for initial recognition. RBcoqnhlon 
is granted^or ^periodof two years. The Board has demonstrated 
potential compliance with the Criteria f of Recognitiion, but parts 
of its program have not yet been implemented.At the end of the 
two-year period, a review of the implemented accreditation 
program will be conducted. During its meeting, the Comnr^ittee 
reviewed additional written material submitted by the 8oai;d, 
ahd heard an oral presentation by representatives of the Board. 

42, 



New York State Board of Regents * 

<* » * ' 

December 8-10, 1976: Petition for renewal of recognition., 
Recognition is continued for a period of fouryears.TheBo^rdof 
Regents has^demonstrated satisfactory compliance with the 
Criteria for Recognition. During its meeting, the Committee 
reviewed additionahwritten material submitted by the Board, 
and heard an oral presentation by representatives of the Board. 

Oklahoma S^tat? Board' of Vocational and Technical Educa- 
tion 

June 1, 1976: Commissioner's action regarding petition for 
initiat recognition for approval of postsecondary vocational 
education programs \and*cours,es offered at area vocational 
technital schools which are hot offered for cdtlege dredit. 
Recognition is granted for a perio^d of one year. During its 
September 1^-19, 1975, meeting, the ^Advisory Committee- 
recommended that initial recognition be granted for a.period of 
four years, contingent upon a favorable ruling by the Oklahoma 
State Supreme Court regarding the Board's legal authority to 
conduct apprjoval activities. On November 12, 1975, the Com^ 
missiorier of Education, in approving the Committee's other 
recommendations from thatmeetinp,. elected to delay action on 
this recomipendation until he was notified of the Court's ruling^ 
Ort May 4; 1976, the Court resolved a jurisdictronaf^dispute 
between the Board and the Oklahoma State Regents for Higher 
Education^ by ruling that the Board is legally authprizedno 
apprcA/e those programs and coursesxl^cribed above in italics. 
On June 1 , 1 976, the Commissioner responded to this ruling by 
granting recognition to the Board for approval of programs arvd 
' courses ^within the scope defined by the Oklahoma State 
Supreme Goyrt. The limitation to one year of Recognition, rather 
than a full^our yeaVs as recomrhended by the Advisory Commit- . 
tee, was b^^ed upon the Comnrfissioner's determination that 
many oit^e Board's policies, and procedures arer still in the 
developmental stage, and that theirjipplementatioTi should be 
reviewed before a full term of recognition can be cojisidexed. 



Oklahoma State Regents ^or Hlfher Education 

'September 21-24/1976: Petition for initial recognition for 
approval of vocational education programs for which credit* 
earned is applied toward a degree, diploma, or other post^ 
secpndary academic or collegiate award, or which are gi^en at 
, State Institutions comprising the^Oklahonja State System of 
Higher Education. Recognition is granted for a period of one 
year. The action is based upon the Regents' demonstration of 
satisfactory or potential compliance with the Criteria for Recog- 
nition'. Should.the Regents present a petition for^renewal of 
recognitioii^at the end of one year, they will be expected to direct 
attention to areas of the Criteria with which satisfactory 
compliance has not been demonstrated, or for which insuf- 
ficijMU information was provided for a completfe evaluation. 
TheseNcriteria ^re: (a)(1 )(i!i) (differentiation procedures); (bK2Ki) 
.(on-sit^ visit discussions); (bK2Kvi) (continues approval status), 
specifically,* demonstration lhat the Regents' procedures pro- 
vide for conTinua;tion of ^pprovahof status pending the disposi- 
tion of an appeal; and {b)(2)()i\\) (report of appeal body), specif- " 
ically, demonstratfon that the Regents' procedures provide for a 
written decision of the appeal* body. The definition of the 
Regents'* scope of approval activities is based upon an Okla- 
homa State Supreme Court ruling resolving a jurisdictional 
dispute between the Regents and thepkjahoma State Board of 
Vocational and Technical Education. The Commissioner of^ 
Education currently recognizes the sWe Board for^approval of ' 
postsecondary vocational education programs and courses 
offered at area vocational technical schools which are not * 
offered for college credit. Dr. Simpson abstained from voting on 
;this petition, due to a^-potential conflict of interest. 

South Dakota State Board of Vdcational-Technical Educa- 
tion » 

March 23-26, 1976:' Interim report. The report is accepted ^s 
submitted. The report does not indieate^ontinued ^progress 
tpward satisfactory implefnentation of tthe Board's approval 

' * \ • 

* * \ ' 

, • ' . ^ • -1 
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procedures. Therefore, shfeuld the Board submit a petition for 
renewal of recognition in March 1977, it is requested to give 
spejcial attention to the inclusiorh ofa further analysis and 
explanation of the implementation of its new evaluation pro- 
cedures. (The Board su,bsequently notified the Division of 
Eligibility and Agency Evaluatiorf that it does not intend to apply 
for continued recogniti6n in March'1977.^ ^ ♦ ^ 

Utah State Board for Vocational Education \ 

June 16-18, 1976: Petition for initial re'cognition.^Heco^nMon 
is granted for a period of«two years. At the end of on^ year, the 

* Board will be expected to demonstrate progress^oward satis- 
factory compliance, with criteria (a)(3)(ii)(A) (qualitative assess- 
ment), (b)(1)(ii) (advisory body), (b)f1)(vii) (impartiality), (bXIKix) 

'{review of complaint?) and (c)(1). (st^ement of ethical 
practices),^ of the Criteria for Recognition; and>to demon- 
strate satisfactory implementation ' of its approval plan. 
During its meeting, the Committee heard an. oral present^ 
tion by representatives of ihe Board. ' ^ 

C. State 'Agencies Recognized for the Approval of Nurse 
Education * • • 

Montana State Board of Nursing ^' 

- ^ t 

December 8-10, 1976: Interim report^Jhe report is accepted. 
The Board has responded satisfactorily to previous cpncerns. 
During its meeting, the.Advi3pry Committed h^aW a* presenta- . 
tion by representatives* of the Board. 

D. Request for the Award of Eligibility Status for Federal 
Funding Programs Based upon a Determination of Satis- 
factory Assurance Jhat an InstitutibWwill Meet Accrediting 
Standards within a Reasonable Period of Time, Pursuant to 
the Higher Education Act of 1965, as Amended, Section 
1201(a)(5)(A) 



Waycross Junior College, Waycross, Georgia 

June 16-18, 1976: Eligibility status for Federal funding pro-" 
^ "grams is awaWecJ, based upon the College's demonstration of 
satisfactory a^urahce t^^a^ itvvill meet thaaccrediting standards 
of the Commission on^Cdlteges^ South;^ of Col- 

leges and Schools,, within a reasonable period of time. ' 

* E. fleq&est for a Determination of Reasonable Assurance ^ 
that ap Institution Will IMeet Accrediting Standards withip a 
Stated Period of Thne, Pufsuantto the Public.Heaith Service 

' Act(42 U.S.C. 201) ^ ; : 

School Qf Osteopathic Medicjne, College of Medicine and 
Dentistry pf New Jersey, Newark, New Jersey. 

June,16-18, 1976: TheSurgeonGeneralofth'eUnitedStatesis 
ncftified that the School of Osteopathip Medicine will rrieet the ^ 
accreditiog standards of the nationally recogi^ized accrediting 
Association- for osteopathic medicine withm the tir^e period 
•specified by Section 775(b)(1 KA) of ih^ Act. This determinatipn 
is based upon consultation with representatives of the Ameri- 

^can Osteopathic Association and an evaluation visit to the 
school. Because of a funding deadline, the Commissioner of 
Education acted, favorably upon this Committee recommen- 

' Nation on June 25, 1976. 

^F, Reqqbst by the Department. of Defense for a Recom- ^ 
mendation Concerning the Awacd of Degree Granting Status 
to the^ommunity College of the AirForce* 



December 8-10, 1976: Pursuant to the December 23, 1954,' 
Federal Policy Governing the Granting of Academic Degrees by 
Federal Agerjcies and Institutions, and^to curffeht authorizing 
legislation (subsection (c) 6f 10 U.S.C. 9315), the Commis- 
sioner informs the Secretary of Health, Education, and 
Welfare that the Community College of the Air Force has 
met the .criteria for the avyard of the Associate in Applied 
Sciences Degree. This 'determination is based- upon th^ 
recommendation of the U.S. Office of Education Site 
l^eview Team Which visited the College. The Commissioner 
further designates, pursuant to the 1954 Policy, the Commis- 
sigh on Colleges pf the Southern Association of Colleges and 
Schools as the appropriate nationally recognized accrediting 
agency to which the College should, apply for acjreditation. 
During its meeting, the Advisory Committee reviewed 
material Submitted by the Cpllege, the Report of the Site 
Review, Team, and written statements* by Roger W. Heyns, 
President of the American . Council on Educatfon, and 
Kenneth E, Youhg, President of the Council on Postsecond- 
ary Accreditation. Or.-Heyns and Dr, Young both suggested 
that the award of degree granting st^us be delayed in order 
to permit further exploration of the possibility of providing, 
from the private sector; all of the opportunities for expedi- 
tious completion of associate degree prpgra^ needed by Air 
"Force personnel. The Committee. heard oral'presentations by 
Dr. Voung^^^DnJieyns, by representatives of the Commu.- 
nity College of the Air Force, .by j-epresentatiyes -of, the 
USOE Site Review Team and by David Taylor; Assistant 
Secretary oS Defense for Manpower and Reserve Affairs^.^ 



COMMITTEE ACTIONS ON POLICY ISSUES 



During 1976, th6 AcK^isory Committee on Accreditation and 
Institutional Eligibillty.reviewed a number of policy issues but, 
on the whole, devoted less time to policy than in previoas years, 
the Committee made no formal recommendations requiring 
action by the Commissioner of Education; although it ident^ied 
a number of areas needmg study and clarification. Because of 
budgetary restrictions and staffing problems, the^ Committee 
was unable to contduct its usual policy meeting in 1976. The 
Committee's unavoidable priority for completing action on the 
review of petitions by accrediting and State approval agencies 
restricted the amount of time available for the review of policy. 
At the'sametime, the petition reviews, as usual, revealed areas 
where further review of policy would contribute to improved 
consistency in Committee actions, and would enhance the 
Committee members^ grasp of complex-accreditatron ^d eHgi- 
, blHty issbes. ' 

Foe example, in December: Committee, members identified a 
need for developing a C9hsistent policy regarding the granting 
of lengthy postponements of petition reviews, During each of 
their fprst thfee\meetings, they cited a need for clarification of 
the Office of Ejflucatipn's interpretation of the "public repre- 
sentative" d^^ition in the Criteria for Recdgnition. I n the June * 
and September meetings. Committee members expressed con- 
cern 'aboiA' the practice .among some accrediting agencies of 
including association membership requirements as conditions 
for membership on the faculties of accredited schools. *ln 
addition to issues arising out of the review of petitions, other 
developments, such as the Department of Health, Education, ' 
and Welfare's statutory mandate to prodQce reguhfiitioQl^ov-' 
erning all activities which affect liie administration of HEW 
programs,* are expected to require review by the Advisory 
Committee.. During its September meeting,*therefore, the Com- ^' 



mittee proposed a special policy meeting for the spring of 1 977 
in order to deal with the backlog of policy matters and to help 
familiarize new members v\nth the issues vyhlch the Committee 
faqes. In its Decepiber meeting, the Cofnmlttee learned that its 
original proposal to include former Committee nr%embers in thi$ 
"session might havejo be tabled dlie to the expense involved. At 
that meeting, the Committ^ schedujed its policy meeting foV 
April 0/ M<«,y of 1 977. ' f " 



The Advisory Committee meetings in 1 976.provided a forum for 
-discussions with , non-Federal* groups artd individuals to a 
-greater extent than in previo.us years. This was accomplished in 
jwo ways.vihe. scheduling of special sessions during regular 
Advisory Committee, business meetings, andjthe increased 
propensity of third-party groups and individuals to speak on 
behaJf of, or in opposition to, petitions pending before the 
Committee. Third party presentations, such as^those fegarding 
the Community College of the Air Force, tha Qouncil on M edical 
Education, the American Physical Jherapy Association and the 
' Atnerican Bar Associatipn, often tende^ to stimulate discussion 
:i '0#4ssues beyond the range of their immediateimpact upon the 
, petitiQQ under'consideration. 

•» 

On March 53, the Committee, together with the Office of. 
Education, sponsored a workshop which included repres*enta- 
tives'from recognized accrediting and State approval agencies. 
Federal and State government officials, noted educators and 
accreditors and interested members of the genera I public. The 
purpose of^the w6rkshpp was to elicit comment from persons 
, outside the Fedeml government upon the following topics^ ♦ * 

iv1. Proposed legislative amendments relative" to accreditation' 
and institutional eligibility; \-' \/ * ^ 



2. Proposisd revisions to the Criteria for Recognition o.f^ational. 
Accrediting Agencies amd.State Agencies fortheApprovaJ^of 
Public Postsecondary Vocational Education; ^ 

» - — 

3. Policy considerations pertaining to the development of an 

appellate procedure for hearings on adverse .decisions re- 
*garding recognition of accrediting and approval agencies; 

4. Procedures for determination of satisfactory assurance of 
reasonable progress toward accreditation; and 

5. The American Institutes for Research Project on consumer 
protection in postsecondary education. 

' • " 

The workshop develoj^ed no fornrtal- statements regarding these 
issues. However, John R,. Proffitt, Director of the Division oi 
Eligibility.and Agency Evaluation, announced the establishment 
of a Task Force on Futuristic USOE Criteria for Recognit|p1^ 
Members of- the Task Force are:^ Samuel P. Martin^i^.D.-. 
(Chairperson), Executive Director of the Leonard Davis Institute 
in Philadelphia; Dr: Richard J. Bradle/, Executive Director of the 
New England Association of Schools and Colleges; Dr. Frank G. 
Dickey, Executive Vice President of UniversityVKsspciates, Inc., 
in Washington, D.C.; Mrs. Carol R. Goldberg, Vice President and 
General Manager of the Boston Supermarket Division of the 
StopandSriopCompaniesrDr.Thu^stonE;Manning,^Directorof 
the Commission on Institutions of Higher Education, NortJ^ 
Central Association of Colleges .and Schools; Dr. Richard M. 
Miilard, .Director of Higher Education Services, Education Com- 
missjoo of the States; and C. H. William Ruhd, M.D., Sehior Vice 
Presfdefnt for S^cientific Affairs of tHfe Alnerican1\^edical Asso- 
ciation. ^ ■ . 

/qllqvving the March 23 work$.hop, the Conrtmittee appointed a 
subcommittee to study.the proposed legisliation and to. develop 
language for consideration as an Advisory, Committee resoju- 
tion. Members of*the subcompnittee vyere the Honorable Lillian 
W. Burke (Chairperson), Dr. Donald'R. McKinley and Mis. Vicki 



Shelf. Dr. John E. Barrows, Director of Institutional Studies at 
the University of Kentucky, served as consultant to the sub- 



l^cting Chief of the 
DEAE," provided the 



Qommittee, and Mr. Ronald S. Pugsley, 
Accrediting Agency Evaluation Branch of 
,staff support. Upon recommendation ot th^ubcommittee,the 
full Comnrfjttee, on March 26, unanimouslyadopted a resolution 
supporting the eligibility provisiops of Administration bill H.^. 
11939. ' . 



i(jis 
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Dujing its September meeting, th^ Advisory Committee met 
informally on tKe evening of September 22 with representatives 
of the. Council on Postsecondary Accreditation (COPA). The 
meeting was a culmmation of efforts by^the two bodies to 
consult together on issues oj mutual concern, and contributed 
greatly to a reduction of.theiension whicKhad characterized the 
current relationship. Represenjing COPA vyere Dr. Dana B. 
Hamel, Charrcellor of the Virginia Community Collegd Systeni^ 
and Chairman of the COPA Board;.Dr. Lloyd H . Elliott, President 
of The George Washington University and meniber of the 
Executive Committee andforrqprChaifmanof the COPA Board; 
and Dr. Kenneth E. Young, President of <C0P7^^Partieipants 
generally expressed the-wish that thistVpe of informal meeting 
b& encouraged, and Dr. Ha^el issued an open invitation to 
Chairperson Anne Pascasio to attend all COPA meetings, o/ to 
send^a representative for the ^Advisory Committee, and Dr. 
Pascasio reciprocated the invitation. \^ ^ 

The Committee's Septemlber meeting also included^ several ^ 
sessions designed to give the members a stronger background 
for the conduct of Committee business. On Septembef 21,* .4' 
DEAE conducted an orientation fQr newly appointed members to 
.the Committee. In additibn toihe new members, tfie^sessiorr 
yvas'attended by the Committee's new Chairperson, Anne " 
Pascasio,"and the Committee's new subcommittee Chairper- 
sons,' Dr. Donald R. McKinley and 5»1rs. Emiko I. Kudo. On«r 
Septeml^r 23, the Committee viewed an audio-visual presenta- 
tion by Mr. John Kemp, Illinois State Chairperson' of the. 
Commission on Schools pf the North Central Asspciation .of 



Colleges and Schools. The presentation described the Commis- 
sion's training program for visitation teams. Oh September 24, 
the Committee was briefed on the problems and functions of 
those units in the Division of Eligibility and Agenpy Evaluatiorf 
which are responsible for determininginstitutional eligibility for 
participation in Federal funding programs. For this session, the 
Committee heard fron^ Dr. Leslie W. Ross, Acting Chief of the 
rnstitutitxnal Eligibility BrancjifMrs, Ruth W. Crowley, Chief of 
tjie Occupational School Eligibility Section; and Mr. Joseph M. 
Hardman, Chief of the CoHege Eligibility Section. 
* -« • 

In 1975, a Policy Re?view SubcomTriittee was established .to 
make recommendations regarding'the future role, drganizatiorr 
and procedures of the Advisory Coltimlttee. Men\bers of the 
subcommittee were^Vlr. Valleau Wilkie, Jr., Chairperson, Dean 
John F, X: lrving,t)r. Anne Pascasio and Jancies P. Steele, M.D. 
^During its March meeting, the Committee reviewed the Sub- 
committee's preliminary report. The report outlined a number of 
recommendations regarding nomination arid appointment of 
Advisory Committee members; guidelines for subcommittee 
appointments and the use of copsiiltants; procedures for.the' 
conduct of Advisory Committee meetings; and support for the 
"triad" concept of the Federal government. State agencies, an|^ 
private sector bodies participating in the areas of evaluation, 
{iccreditatioa and eligibility. The Committee took no formal 
action on tfte report, but the Chairperson directed members to 
provid.e ac^ditional comments to DEAE. The report probably will 
be reviewed again at the Committee's spring 1977 policy 
meeting. 

In June and September^ the Committee ^evievyed attions by 
accrediting agencies relative to Western State University Col- 
lege of Law ofcOrang^^Qounty, California. In 1 975, the Commit^ ' 
tee had played a role in theefforts of Western State University to 
secure ^c^s to accreditation review. The Committee had 
proposed Vpolicy expressing the right of institutions to have 
access to accreditation. The. Committee had encouraged the 




American Bar Association, the. Accrediting Commission for 
Senior CoJIeges and Universities of the Western* Association of 
Schools and Colleges, and the Office of Education to expJore all 
possibilities regarding access to accreditation for Western State 
University and similar schools. The Committee had suggested 
theyt'legislation might be needed to meet-the#ligibilitV needs of 
such schools. Eventually, the Accrediting Commission for 
'Senior Colleges and Universities awarded the University ac- 
credited status. Thi§ action^brought challenges from the Ameri- 
can Bar Association and the Association of American Law 
Schools. While the Committee took no formal action in eittier 
meeting regarding this deyelDpa;ient, it continued to review the 
matter, and questioned. officials of the affected organizations 
during reviews of their petitions, (During the discussion of tiiis 
issue in the March meeting, DrT^orge L, Grassmuck, Chair- 
person of the Committee untij june-30, relinquished the Chair 
in ord^r to participle more fully in the discussion. Mr. Thomas 
C. Bolton served as Chairperson for that session.) 

In June, the Committee unanimously^adopted a resolution 
congratulating retiring Commissioner of Education T, H.' Bell on 
his performance in office. The Committee also commended the 
five retmng members (Mr. Thomas C. Bolton, Judge Lillian W^ 
Burke, Dr. Leadie A/I.* Clark, Dr. George L Grassmuck a'nd Dr! 
Walter t). Talbot), The Committee conferred an honorary title of 
"Senior Consultant'' on former fne^mbers of the Committee and 
former Commissioners of Education, and. directed them to be ^ 
placed on the DEAE mailing list in order to keep them informed 
about developments in.the fjelds to which they had contributed 
so much. - ' ^ 

In September, the Committee received an opinion from the 
Pepartment's Office of the General Counsel regarding a long- 
standing issue; whether ther Federal Aviation Administration 
could qualify for recognition as a nationally recognized accredit- 
ing agency. It was General Counsel's opinion thatthe Office of * 

ft * 
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■ Education does not have the authority to recognize a Federal Finally, on A/lay 6, the ^cretary of Health, Education, and 

agency as a nationally recognized accrediting agency. Also, in Welfare approved a new Charter »for the Committee and 

September, the Committee reviewed and discussed implica-, extended the existence of. the Committee for two more years. - 

tions of the California State Legislature's proposal to terminate The new Charter contains no -substantive phanges from the^. 

the accrediting activities in.California of thg Western Associa- 1974 Charter, but it does include the most current cost 

tion'of Schools and Colleges. No action ^A^as ret^uired by the estimates and several stylistic changes. The Charter is included 

Committee.! ' ' ' in this report as Appendix U , 




APPENDIX I 



, THE SECRETA^OF HEALTH. EDUC/fflbN. AND WELFARE ' 
- ^ ■ CHARTER * 

Accreditatiofi and institutional Eligibility Advisory Committee 



pDrpose - 

* The ComrWlisioner of Education js required by the VeteraR's. 
Readjustm^ent Assistance Act.qf 'l952 fP.L 82,-550) any sub- 
sequent legislation to publish a list of nationally recognized 
accreditrngj agencies or associations and fo determin^^ institu- 
tionareligibiljty for' participation of educational institutions in 
Federal assistance progi;anis based -on accreditation^ by any 
such agency* or an equivalent approval by a' commit.tee ap- 
pointed .bV^ the Gommislionerv Discharge. of these resjDonslbjlL-^. 
ties necdssitates the advice and counsel of persons knowFedge- 
able in the field oj institutional eligibility and accreditation. 

AUTHORITY- 

^ Public Law 82.-550 and subsequent legislation, and Section 
9(a)(2) of the Federal AdviSoryCommittee Act(P.L 92-4(53). This 
Cortimittee is governed ty provisions of Part D of the General^ 
Education Provisions Act (P.L^91-230 as amended; 20 U.S.C. 

'*U33 et seq.) andthe Federal Advisory Committee Act (PA. 92- 
4c3; 5 U.S.C. Appendix I) which set forth standa[ds-f6r the 
fornfiation and use of advisory committees';^ 

FUNCTIONS ' / • - ' 

The, Committee shall be advisory to the Secretary of Health, ' 
.Education) and Welfare and'tp the Commissioner of Education * 
and shall perform specific^linctions- as follows:* . . 



1. Review all current and future policies relating^lEo^the re- 
sponsibility of the Commissioner for the^ecogriition and' 
designation of accrediting agencies gnd associations wish- 
ing to be designated as nationally^recognized accrediting 
agencies and* associations, and recommend desirable 
changes in criteria and procedures; 

r - • / . \ ^ - . 

2. Review all current and future policies relating t<Hhe re- 
^ sponsibility of the Commissioner for the recogniuon and 

? - listing of State^^agencies wishing to be*desigr>ated as relja- 
. bleauthorityastothequality of public postsecondary voca- 
tional education, and of nurse education, arid recommend 
desirable, changes in criteria and procedures; • 

3. Review and advise the Commissioner of Education in the 
formation of all current and future policy relating to the 
matter of iostitutional eligibility; • , - 

.4., Re\i'iew the prpvisions.of current legislation affecting Office 
of Education resp^onsjbllity in the a(ea of accreditation and 
Institutional eligibility and suggest needed changes to the 
Commissi9ner of Education; " / • ^ 

Devfelop^and recommend to.the. Cornmissiorter of Educa- 
tion criteria and procedures for the^ recognition and - 
desigo^tidn ,of accrediting agencies and associations in 
accbrpnce with legislative provisions. Presidential direc-, 
tives> or interagency agreements; , 



5. 



6. Review and recommerTd to the Commissioner^ o(Educatiori 
for designation as nationally recognized accraditiny agen- 
cies and associations of reliable authority all applicant ac- 
crediting agencies and associations which meet criteria 
established under (5) above; . ^ ^ 

"7/ Develop and recommend to the Commissioner of EducatiOQ 
criteria aod procedures for the recognntion, designation and 

^ listing of State agencies in accordance vvith statutory pro- 
visions. Executive Orders/or interagency agreements; 

8. Review and recommend to the Commissioner of Education 
' for designation as State agencies of reliable authority as 
' to the quality of public posts^^condary vocational education, 

. and of nurse educatiort, all applicantState agencies which 
meet criteria established under (7) above;^ 

9. Develojj, under.the authority of the Vocational Education 
^ Act of 1963, as amended, and recommend for the approval 

of the Commissioner of Education^ standards and criteria 

♦ for specific categories of private vocational training in^itu- 
tions which have no alternative route by which to establish 

* eligibility ft)r Federd funding programs; 

10, Develop, under th^authprity of the Higher Education Act 
' of t96.5, as amended^ and recommenfl for the approval of 

the Commissioner of Education;, staridards and criteria for 
specific categories pf institutions of higher education, for 
which there is.no recognized accrediting agency or associa^ 
tiori in order to establish eligibility for participation in the 
student loan programs authorized by Title l\/-B thereof; 

1 1 . Maintain a continuous reviewof Office of Education admin- 
istrative practice, procedures .and judgments relating to ac- 
creditation and ins|itutio.nal eligibility and advise the Com- 
missioner of p^eded'changLe^; * ^ ^ 

.58' 
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12. Keesp within its purview the accreditation and approval 
process as it develops in all levels of education; " 

' 1 3. Advise the Commissioner of Education concerning the rela-'* 
"^tions of the Office with accrediting agencies or associa- 
tions', or other approval bodies as the Commissioner may 
request; 

Ivise the*eommiss4q|ier of Education, pursuant to the 
Bureau of the Budget (Offibe of Management and Budget) 
policy dated December ^23, 1954, regarding the award of 
degree^granting stato^t^^ federal agencies and institu- 
tions; ' ^ ' V ' • 

15. Not later than-March 31 of each year, make an annual re- 
port of its activities, f iildings and recorPimendations. 

STRUCTURE 

The Committee shall consist of fifteen rnembers,^ncluding the 
Chairperson, who sliall be invited by the^Secretary to serve 
three-year ternfrs subject to the continuation of the Committee. 
The Comrriittee shall include -persons knpwiedgeable of sec- 
ondary and postsecondary education,, representativeis of the 
student/youth po))ulation, of professional associations, of Stdte 
Departments of Education and of the general public. 

• . 0 

Management and staff services shall be .provided by the 
Director, Accreditation and InsfitutionaI.EIigibility Staff, Bureau 
pT Postsecpndary Education, vvho shall serve.as OE Delegate to 
the Committee. ."^ * , . 

MEETING? ; . . - 

<f ' * \ 

The Committee shall meet "not less than twice each year at the 
call of the Chairperson with the advance approval of the 



Commissioner of Education or his designee. The Commissioner 
or his designee shall approve the agenda for each meeting. 
Meetings shall be open to the public except as may be 
determined otherwise by the Secretary; public notice sjiall be 
made of alTco^'mmitt^e meetings. 

Meetings shall be conducted, and reports of proceedings 
kept, as required by the Federal, Advisory Committee Act 
(P.L 92-463), by 20 USC- 1233e (Section '446(b) o.f the 
General Educatibn Provisions Act (P.L. 91-230)), and by 
applicable Department regulations. 

COMPENSATION . 

Members of thet Committee who are not fuli-time employees 6f 
the Government shall b^ entitled_to rec^ive^corpiaensatjon at a 
rate of $100 per day plus per diem and travel expenses in, 
accordance with Federal Travel Regulations. 

ANNUAL COST ESTIMATES V ^ 

Estimated annual cost for operating the Committee, including 
compensation arfd trpvel expenses, but excluding staff support 
is $56,000. Estimate of annual person-years of staff support 
required is 3 at ^n annual cost of $55,000. 

REPORTS - " ' " 

;The Committee ^11, not later than March 3*1 of each year, 
make an a nnual report to the Congress which shall be submitted 



> 
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with *the Commissioner's Annual Report. The Committee's 
annual report shall also be transmitted to the Secretary through 
the Commissioner and the Assistant Secretary for Education. 
Copies of the Annual Report shall be sent to the Department 
Committee Management Officer, the Office of Education Com- 
mittee Management Officer and the Office of Ecfucation Com- 
mittee Delegate. The Annual Report shall contain as a mini- 
mum a list of members and their business addresses, the 
Committee's functions, a list of dates and places of meetings, 
and a summary of activities, findings and recommendations 
during theYear. ' I , 

DURATION. 

The Accreditation and Institutional Eligibility Advisory Com- 
mittee will terminate two years from the date of this, Charter 
unless extension beyond that date is requested and approved by^ 
the Secretary. . ^'^ 




Date - Secretary. 



APP,ENDIX II 



PART 149-CRIT^A FOR RECOGNITION OF NATIONAL ACCREDITlNiG BODIES AND STATE AGENCIES 



' N otic e of p r op osed rulemaking with 
respect . to cx^teria and procedures for 
recognition of Nationally Recognized Ac- 
crediting Agencies and Associations as 
reliable authorities concerning the qual- 
ity of education or training offered by 
educational institutions oif programs was 
published ii; Jthe Pedekal REOisr im *on. 
March 1, 1974 (39 FR 7946), Interested' 
persons were given 30 days in which to 
submit written comments, suggestions, 
or objections regarding^ the. proposed 
rulemaking. 

' The notice of proposed rulemaking alio 
Indicated that the effectiveness of these 
criteria wlU be closely monitored during 
the first year of their implementation.. 
Therta;fterf no later thasf June 1975, the " 
Commissioner of Education intends 
propose such further revisions of tbese 
criteria as are appropriate in light of this 
review and other ongoing stifiUes and re- 
ports dealing with accreditation and in- . 
stitutionaleUgibllity. 

Notice of proposed rulemaking with 
respect to criteria and procedures for 
recognition of' State Postsecondary , 
Vocational Educat^pn Agencies for ac- 
creditation of public, post^econdary 
vocational institutions or. programs was 
published in 4he Fedehaz. Reozstck on 
NovembeT3lJri973 <3S FR 33089>. Iz^ter- 
ested parties were given 30 d&ys in which 
to. submit written comments^, sugges- 
tions, or objections regarding «the pro- ■> 
posed rulemaking. No commits were re- 
ceived <»with respect to the criteria for 
recognition of State postse<i9ndary voca* 
tlonal education agencies.* 




A« Sumiriiory of 'CommentSr^fflce of 
Edwation Respotue^ ThS following com- 
ments were received by' the Office of Edu- 
cation regarding the proposed^ criteria 
and prbpeduresiior recognition^dS^Na- ' 
tionally Recogxnzed Accredlting'^^eh- 



cies and Associations. After a summary 
of each comment, ^ response is set forth 
statixlg ther rea^hs- why no change is ' 
deemed necessary prior to field tesUng 
the criteria. • ■ 

1, Section^ 149;1 Scope-Comment 'A*" 
coznmenter suggested addition of a policy 
declaziktion regsurding support "by 'the 
"Office ot Education of voluntary accredi- 
tation. The same commenter suggested 
addition of a policy-statement regarding 
State and local control over education. . 
ponsew-Pollcy declarations are not 
nrznane to 



dlrectly^gcrr 



regulations such as 



are set forth* in the pppbsed revised 
(Criteria. The Office still adheres to the 
policy regarding supjx)rt of voluntary ac- 
cr^tation, however. The statement re- 
garding State and local control over edu- 
cation is not relevant to the criteria in- 
'asmuch as^these criteria pertain' only to 
accreditinsT-bodies and no$ to educational 
iHltitutions:. - 
2: Se<?tion 149>2 pefinitions-^om" 
menu A' commenter suggested substitu- 
' tibn of the worU "educational" in place . 
of "public" with reference to accredita- 
tion. . ^ *■ 

Response. Despite the fact that ac- 
. creditati on is c onducted by private or- ^ 
^ganizations, it Is*^ activity which serves 
the public. ' \ 

3. Section 149.57nit(a2 recognitionAre- 
newdl of recognition"--CQmments. Two . ' 
comnientent suggested changing the re- . 

• view.cycle from four to five, or six years. 
JRespcmse:* Comments received during 
the period of drafting the criteria recom- 

' mended review periods ranging from two « 
to ten years. In yiew of a lack of, con- 
sensus- on this matter, the XSS. Cominls- ^ 
sloner of Educatlox]^ Advisory Commit- 
tee on Accredi&tion 'and Znstitutiohal 
Eligibility recommended continuation of 
the four-year' cycle at this time. 

4. Section Jl49.6(a) Functional as- ! 
^iectf — Comments. SpeclfiQ eomments 



were received regarding three subsec- 
tions of 149.6ta) . The comments and re- 
sponses follow: 

Comment One commenter sought de- 
letion of the requirement to include on- 
visiting teams at least one person who 
Is not a member of the agenc:f's policy^ 
or decision-making body or its adzninis- 
trative staff. ^ 

Response. This provision .Is^tained in 
order to protect against conflict* of inter- 
est situations, where policy, consulting, 
and decisionrmaking ' functions are 
placed in the fiands of a small group of 
individuals. It does not refer to the use : 
of *"lay" persons on visiting: teams, but 
rather competent, knowledgeable . peers 
who are not themselves directly involved 
in the final decision rendered by the ac- 
crediting bo^. 

, Comment A commpnter suggested ad- 
dition of a reijuiremei^t for^self -study by 
accrediting agency staff. 

Response. Jxx, t^e Judgment of the Of- 
fice of Education, agency self-study is 
clearly, implicit in the proc^.ol prepar- 
hur a petition for recognition or renewal 
of recognition, . 

^Comment A commenter skid that 
there was need for liicreased specificity 
regarding the self-analysis fequirebent. 

Response. Aibrediting agencies re- 
> viewed- by^e Office cover the iilcreas- 
iHgty broiS spectrum of .postviiMids^ 
education. This criteria fflwefore! 
touches only upwi . what the Office h^is^ 
determined from escperience to be* the 
essentials of the process. Variations In 
the self-analysis process, such as the in- 
clt^ion of quantitative material and co- 
operation with 6t}ier agencies, are left up • 
to individual accrediting agencies. 

♦5. Section - 149.'6(b> Responsibility^ 
Comments. Several comments were re- ^ 
ceived regarding vatlous subsections of 



.14d.0(b). The comments and responses 
foUow: ' 

Comment. Two conunenters asked for 
the deletion of the requirement regard- 
ing inclusion of public representatives In 
the accreditation process. 

Ri^ponse, This provision is retained 
because* in protecting' and jidvancing the 
interest^ of quality education, institu- 
tional and program 'accrediting serv^ the 
public interest There is no reason to fear 
that by adding a more generalized point 
of referenceSthe accreditation proces^ 
would be made ahy less insightful, 'rile 
public component is a complement to^e 
essential profession^ judgments maOe in 
the accredltatiqn review, not a replace- 
me^it for them.* ' ' V 

Comment Two commrat^rs^ggested 
deletion of the requirement that the cur- 
rent accreditation status and the date of 
next remew be published. 
V Respinse, Inasmuch as accreditation 
serves a public function, the pMblic. pro- 
spective students,' and employers should 
be apprised of all institutions which have ' 
less than "fully approved"'Status. 

Comment. 6ne compiei^r suggested 
revision of the requirement regarding op- 
portunity to comment on revised accredi- 
tation standards to prbvide for such ac- ^ 
tlvity, to take place through "member in- - 
stitutions." . " " 

Response. Accreditation affects other 
elements of society than educational in* 
"stitutionsr Commfents from these other ' 
elements should flow <ilrectly to the ac- 
crediting agency without 'running the 
risk of dilution of misinterpretation by^ 
educational .institutions. ^ * 

Comment. One commenter called for - 
the deletion of the provision for evalu- 
ations, otheiRthan initial ones, to be ear- 
ned out without the invitation dt the ex- 
ecutive officer of the institution, * 

Response.^ This provision is retained 
because it permits accreditingL agencies 
t^inygstigate possible violations of their _ 
slS^jwaros , in . a timely and ^ effective 
manner, 

Co-^ment One cpmmenter -suggested 
deletion of the mjuirement for foster- 



ing of 'ethical practices, such as nondis- 
crimination and fair tuition refunds, k 

Respojise. Since the functions of ac- 
crediting agencies affect the public, the 
agencies should demonstrate responsibil- 
ity in such areas as discrimination and. 
financial responsibility. 

Comment One commentcr suggested 
the addition of a requirement that ac- 
crediting agencies burnish the Insutution 
• a list of proposed visiting team members 
and afford, the Institution the right to ' 
accept or reject an individual as a pro- ^ 
posed examiner, ^ 

.Response. This %ggestion appears! to 
have reasonable validity, and currently 
a number of accrediting agencies have 
such a policy. The OiHce wishes to con- 
sider further whether or not to add this 
requirement to, the criteria* 

After considerjttion of the above com- 
ments. Part 149 of TlUe 45 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations Is amended to 
read as set forth below. 

Effective date. Pursxuiut to section 431 
Cb) of the General Provisions Act (20 
VS.Q, 1232(b)), these* regulations be-, 
come effective August 20, 1974. ^ 



Dated: August 15,-1974. 

T. H, Bkll, 
US* Commissioner of Education. 

Approver August 16, 1974. 

CASPAR W. WElNB£RCrR, 

Secretary of UeaUh, Education, 
and Wet/are. 



-3 



PART 149— COMMlSSfONER'S RECOGNI- 
TION PROCEDURfS FOR NATIONAL 
ACtiREDmNG BODIES AND STATE 
AGENCIES 

Subpart A— CrIUrfa for NatlonaUy R«eosnte«d 
. Accrediting Af tncics and AtsociatJons 

S«c. 

149.1 Scopa. 

149.2 Definitions. 

149.3 Pul^catlozi of list. 

149.4 Inclusion on Ust^ 

149.5 Initial recognition; renewal of recogni- 

tion. * . 

449.6 CWterla.'^'^*^^ . • 



AWTBOtirr: (20 UJ3.C. 403(b), 1086(b), 
1141(a), 1248(11)); (42 293a(b), 296f- 

. ^(b), 296h-4(l)(D). 298b(f)); (8 UJ3.C. 
U01<a)a5)(P)): (12 UJ3.C. 1749c(b)); (38 
TJJS.O.mSW), 

Subpart B-^ritaHa^or State Actneita 

Sec. 

149^0 Scope. 

149^1 PubUcation of list, 

149.22 Inclusion on list. 

149.23 Initial recognition; reevaluatlon. 

149.24 Criteria. 

AuTHoarrr: Sec. 438(b) of the Higher Edu- 
cation Act of 1966, Pub. L. 89^29 as amended 
^ by Pub. U 92-318, 86 Stat. 235, 264 (20 ILS.C. 
.1087-l(b)): , 

Subpart A— Criteria for Nationally Recog* 
nized Accrediting Agencies and Associa* 
tlons 

§149.1 Scope* 

Accreditatlon**of institutions or pro- 
grams of institutions by agencies or asso- 
ciations-nationaily recognized by the VJS. 
Commissioner of Education is a prereq- 
uisite-to the eligibility for Federal flnan? 
cial assistance of institutions and of the 
students attending such histitutions un- 
der a wide variety of f eddrtClly suppprted 
programs. The recognition of such agen- 
cies is reflected in lists published by the 
Commissioner in the. Federal Register. 
Inclusion on such list is dependent upon 
- the Commissioner's'fliiding that any such 
recognized agency or association }s relia- 
ble BMthotii^ as to the qtiality of train- 
ing offered. The Commissioner's recep- 
tion is gr&nted and the agency or asso- 
ciation is included on'- the list only when 
it meets the criteria established by the 
Commissioner and.set forth In* 5 149,6 of 
this *part. 

§ 149^ Definitions. 

•"Accrediting"^ means • the process 
whereby an agency or association grants 
public recognition to a school. Institute,^ 
coUege, unlvcrsitM, or specialised pro- 
gram of study ^whicix. meets certain es- 
tablished qualifications and e^ational 
standards, as determined thfougn'initial ' 
anfl: periodic evaluations. Hiewsential 
purpose of the accreditation process is to 
provide a professional itTd^entas to the 



qiiality of the educatlozial institution or 
program(^) offered,rand to encourage 
continual'improvement thereof; 

**Adverse accrediting action" means 
denial of accreditation or preaccredita- 
tion status, or the withdrawal of ac- 
creditation or preaccreditation status; 

"Agency or association" means a cor- 
poration, association, or other legal en^ 
tity or unit thereof which' has the prin-t 
clpal responsibility for carrying but the 
accrediting function; 

"Institutional accreditation" applies 
to^e total institution abd signifies that 
the institution as a whole is achieving its 
€tducational objectives satisfactorily; 

''He'gional" means the conduct of in- 
^^Ututional accreditation in three or more 

"R^resehtatives of the public" means 
representatives who are laymen in the 
sense that J:hey are not educators in, or 

^ members oT>the profession for which the 
students are being prepared, nor in any 
way are directly related to the insti^- 
tions or programs being evaluated; ^ ' 
"States", includes Uae District of 
Columbia and territories and possessions 
of the United States. * . - * 

' (20Uj3.C.114l(a)l) 

§149.3 FubUcatlonofliAt^ 

Periodically the UjS. Commissioner #of 
; Education will publish a IJst^ifilthe Bfo- 
EKAL RifiisTsa of tl^e accrediting agen- 
cies and associations^ whicH he deter- < 
mines to be sellable autfiorlties as to 
the quality' of training offered by edu- 
cational institutions or proffr&ms, either 
in a.geographical area or in a special- 
ized field. The general scope of the 
recognition granted to Qach ofjhe listed 
actoeditihg bodies will also be listed. 
(20UjS.c.lHi(a)) 

§149.4 Incloaion on lUt* ^ ' 

Any accrediting agency or association 
which desires toJ)e listed by the Comr 
mis^Qnei; as meeting the criteria $et 
forth in § 149.6 should afeply in writing . 
to the Director, Accreditaticm and qi- 
stitutional Ellgiblli^ Staff. Bureatf of 
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/ 

Postsecondary Education, Office of Edu- 
cation, Washington, D.C. 20202. 

■J 

§ 149.3 ' Initial recognition, and renewal 
o^recognitmn* * 

^la) For Inffiia recognition and for re- 
newal of recognition, the accrediting 

• agenty or association will furnish in- 
formation establishihg its compliance 
with the criteria set forth -in § 149.6. - 

/ This information may be supt)lement^d 
by personal interviews or by review of 
the agency's facilit ies,^ rec ords, person- , 
nel qualifications, and '^'dcbninistrsltive 
management Each afi^&icy listed will be 
TeevaUiated by the Commissioner at his 
discretion, btit at least once every four- 
years. No advei^e decision wiU becojtne . 
final without affording opportunity for 
a hearing. 

(b) In view o| the cHtieria set forth 
in § 149.6, it Is^uillikely that more thaji 
one association or agency will qualify 
for recognition (1) in a defined geo- 
graphical' aresl of jurisdictibrv or <2) in 
a defined field of program specialization 
within, secondary or .postsecondary edu- 
cation. If two or more separate orga- 
nizations in ^ defined field do seek recog- 
nition, they ^vv^both be expected to 

^ demonstrate nec^ for their activities and 
show that they .collaborate closely so that 
their .acC^diting activities <(o not un- 
duly disrupt the, affected institUtioh or 
program. 

^20UAC.XX41('a)) 

§149.6 Criteria. V . ' 

In requesting designation by the n»S. 
Commissioner of Education as a na-'. 
t^nallrrecpgii^ized -^accrediting agency 
. or association, SQ accredltizig agency or , 
^^association must show: 

(a) Functional aspects. Its functional . 
aispects will be demonstrated b^; 

(I) Its scope ^of operations: % 

<i) The agency or asiiociation is na- ' 
^ tiohal or regional in its scope of 
operations, . * - ✓ 

(II) The agency or association clearly 
defines -in its clmrter, by-laws or ac- 
crediting standards « the scope of ^its^ 



activlti^. , including the geo^aphical 
area and the tyx>es, and levels of Institu- 
tions or programs covered, 

(2) It^ organization: 

• (1) The agency or association has the ' 
administrative personnel and proce-* 
dures to carry out its opexatibns in a 
timely and effective manner. 

(11) The agency^ or association defines 
its fiscal needs, manages its expendi- 
tures, and has adequate financial re- 
sources' to" carry out its operations,, as 
shown by an externally audited financial 
statement. ' 

(ill) The agency's or association's fees, 
if any, for the accreditation process do 
not exceed the reasonable cost of sus- 
talning and improvi9g the process^ 
^(iv) The agency or association uses 
competent and knbwledgeable persoxis, 
qualified by experience and traUiing, and 
selects such persons in accordance with 
nondiscriminatory practices: (A) to par- 
ticflpate on visiting evaluation teams; 
(B) to engage in CQ^isultative services for 
the eyaluation and accreditation process; 
and (C) to serve on pollcy'and decision- 
making bodies. 

(V) Theagency of assbciationihcludeis 
on each visiting evaluation team at least 
«cne person whp is'kot a'membecof its 
pbllcy or decision-making body orits ad- 
minlstrativestaff, 

(3) Its procedures: 

(I) The agency or association main- 
tains clear definitions of eac]|^ level of 
accreditation status and wS clearly 
written -procedures for granting, denying, 
reafllrming> revoking, and reinstating 

* ' such accredited statuses. ^ 

(II) 'l^Qragency or association, if it^ 
has developed a preaccredltation status, 
provides tdr the application of criteria 
and procedures that are related in m 
appropriate* maimer to those employed 
for accreditation. 

<ili)^The agexocy or association re- 
quires, as an Integral part of its accredit^ 
^g process, izistitutional or program 
self-anal/sis and an di^site tevlew by a 
vJ^tingteam* 



(A) '^The self-analysis shall be a quali- 
tative assessment of the strengrths^ and 
limitations of the institutib^ or program, . 
Incladlng the achievement of institu- 
tional or progran; objectives, and should 
involve "a representsttlve porti^- of the 
Institution's administrative staff, teach- 
ixig faculty, student^ governing body, 
and other appropriate constituencies. 

(B) The agency or association prt>v 
vides written and consultative guidance 
to the Institution or program- and to the 
viKtlng team. 

C Xh) ' RespoTisibility. Its responsibility ' 
"Will be demonstrated ^by the way In 
jwhlcb— 

(1) Its accreditation in the field in 
which it ppef ates serves clearly identified 
needs, as follows: . • ' 

(1) The agency's or association's ac-*^ 
credltatloa program takes into- account 
the rights, responsibilities, and interests ' 
of students, the general piiblic, the aca* 

*demlc professional, or occupational fields 
involve^j-andlnstltutions, 
(11) Tae agency's or association's pur- 
^ poses and objectives are clearly defined 
in^ Its charter, by-laws, or accrediting 
• standards; % 

(2) It is respo'nsive to the public in- 
terest, Inthat: ' ' ' 

(1) The agency or association includes 
reiitesentatives of the public in its policy 
and decision-making bodies, or' in an 
' advisory or consultative- capacity that 
assures attention by the policy and de- 
cision-making bodies. 

, (11)" The agency or association pub- 
lishes or otherwise makes publicly avail- 
able: 

(A) The standards by .which* institu- 
tions or programs are evaluated: 

XB) The procediures, utilized in arriv- 
ing at decisions regarding the accredlta- 
' tlon status of an' institution or program;' 

<C) The curr^t accreditation statxis 
of Institutions or prograins and the date 
of the next currently scheduled review 
or reconsideration o^ accreditation;, 

(D) TtiQ names and afflllatlgns of 
, meinbers of its^ policy and .decision>» 
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making bodies, and the name(s) of its 
prfncipal administrative personnel'; ' 

(E) A description of the ownership, 
control and type of legal organization of 
the agency or association. " 

(ill) Hie agency or association pro-' 
vldes advance notice of proposed or re- 
vised standards to all persons, institu- 
• tions, and organizations significantly af- 
^fected byjts accrediting process, and 
provides such persons, institutions -and 
Organizations adequate oppgrtunity to 
comment ^ such standards prior to their 
0 adoption. ^-r 

^ (Iv) The agency or association has 
written procedures for the revidw of com- 
plaints, p^ettalnlng^ to institutional or pro- 
.gram "quality, as -these relate to the 
' agency's standards, and demonstrates 
that such procedures are' adequate fo 
^ provide timely, treatment of such com- 
p^lalnts in a manner that' is fair and 
equitable to the complainant and to the^ 
institution or program. i 

(Z) It assures due process in its ac-' 
crediting procedures, as demonst];ated in' 
part by: • * • / 

<i) A^Tordlng initlaj evaluation of the^ 
institutions or programs only when the ^ 
chief executive officer of the institution 
applies* for ^accreditation ot the institu- 
tion or any of its programs; s 

(11) Providing for adequate discussion 
durlnfi? an on-site visit between-the vlsit- 
■ Ing team^and the faculty, administrative 
istaff^^^students, and ^ther appropriate 
person5;''-4v..^^^^_ 

(ill) Pumishlng,=^as aresultof aneval- - 
/ uation ^t, a ^^teja ^eport^to the in- ; 
:^titution or program commentihg on 
areas of strengths, areas ^ needing im*^ 
provenient and^ when .ap^prlat^ sug- 
gesting means of improvement and^ in- 
cluding specific flureiw, if jmy, wher^ thfeT 
•institution or program. may/ not be in 
compliance with' the agency's standards;^ 
* (iv) ?rovldlhg the chl^ ^ecutiv,e of- 
ficer of ^e institution or program with 
an opportunity^ to^^omment* upon the 
written report and flle^supplemental 
materials pertinent to the iTacts and con- * 
elusions in the written report of the visit- r 
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^ing teain before tKe accrediting "agency 
or association take^ action on the report; « 
(V) 'Evahiating, when appropriate, the 

. report of the visiting team in the pres- 
ence of a member of the team, prefer-* 
ably the chairman; ^ 

<vD Providing: for theSvithdraw^a'ot 
accreditation only for cause, after re- 
view, or when'the institution or program 
does not permit reevaluation, after due 
notice; 

- <vil) Providing the ckef executive ©f- ^ 
.fleer of the institution with a specific 
statement of reasons for any adver^ ac- 
crediting action, and notice of t^e right 
to appeal such action; 

(vfil) Establishing and Implementing 
published Tules of procedure regarding 
appeals which wlH provide for: ^ 

(A) No phange In- the. accreditation 
.status of the. institution or program 

pending dlsposltion^of an appeal; " 

(B) Right to a hearing before thfe ap- 
peal bady; > . . ' 

(C) Supplying the chM executive of- 
ficer of the Institution with a written de- 
cision of the appeal body, including a 
statement of specfflcs. * " > 

(4) It has demonstrated capability and . 
willingness to ioster ethical practices 
among the institutions or programs 

, which it' accredits, Including equitable 
student tuition refunds and nondiscrim- 
inatory practices in admissions and em- 
ployment, 

(5) It maintains a program of evalua- 
tion of its educational standards designed 
to assess their validity and reliability. 

(6) It secures isuMclent qualitative in-' 
formation regarding the Institution or 
program which shows an ^on-going pro- 
gram evaluation of outputs consistent 
^th the educational goals of the Institu- 
tion or program. 

(7) It encourages experimental apd in- 
novative programs to the extent that 
these are conceived and Implemented ix\ , 
a manner which ensures the quality afid 
int^gtity of the institution qr program. 

(8) , It accredits only those institutions 

or programs^ which meet its published , 
standards,^, and demonstrates ^hat^lts 
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sts^dards, polidies, and prodedures^are 
Talrly applied and that its evaluations 
are conducted and decisions rendered 
under condition tliat assure an impar- 
tial and objective judgment 

(9) It reevaluates at reasonable Inter- 
vals Institutions or programs which it has 
accredited. 

<10) It re<iuires that any reference to 
Its accreditation ot-i(cc^redltedr In^ 
tlons and programs clearly specifii^ the 
areas and levels for which accreditation 
has be«i received. 

(c> ReliabiUty. Its reliability Is demon- 
strated by— 



(1) Acceptance throughout the IThlted 
States of itk policies* evaluation methods, 
and decisions by educators, educational 
institutions, licensing bodies, practltlpn-* 
e|^, and employers; 

(2) Regular review of Its standards, 
policies and procedures^ In order that 
evaluative process shall support con* 
structlve axialysls, emphaslze^tactors of 
critical importance, and reflect the edu-. 
catlonal and trahiing needs of the 
student; 

(3) Not Jess than two years' experience 
as an accrediting agency or association; 



(4) Reflection in the composition of Its 
policy and decislonmaklnir bodies of the 
community pt interests directly affected 
by the scope of Its accreditation. 

Cd) Atttomwiotw; Its autonomy Is dem- , 
onstrated by ^dence that— • 

<1) It performs no fuzuttlon that would 
be inconsistent with the formation of an 
independent judgment of the quality of 
aA:^ucatlonaI prpgram or institution; 

<2) It provides In its operating pro- 
cedures .against conflict of Inter^ in 
the rendering of its judgments and 
decisions ' « 
<3ou2!ami(a)) * 



§149.20 Scope. 

(^) Pursuant to section 438<b) of the 
Higher Education Act of 1965^ as 
amended by Public Law 92-318, the 
United States Commissioner of Education 
Is required to publish a list of State agen- 
ci€s which he determines to be reliable 
authorities as to the quality of public 
postsecondary vocational, education in^ 
their respective States for the purpose of 
determining .eligibility for . Federal stu- 
dent assistatice prograi^ administered 
by the Office of -EducatiozL ' *> 

(b) Approval by a State agency in- 
■ eluded on the list will provide an alter- ' 
• native meana of satisfying statutory 
standards as^ to the quality of public 
postsecoiidary vocational education to be 
' undertaken by students receiving assist- 
ance, under such programs. 

l20ir.S.C. 1087-1 (b)) 

§149.21 l4tbli€ationof lliu 

Periodically the TJS. Commissioner of 
-Education will publish a list In the Fed-^ 
ERAL Register -of the State agencies 
\«hich he deiermmes to be reliable au- 
thorities as to the quality of public post- 
secondary vocational ^gducation in their 
respective States. ' 

'(20T;.S.C. 10874i<b))' '\ - 

§149.22 '^Incluiionxjn liit. - - 

Any State agency which desires to be 
Ilsced by .the Commissioner as meeting 
the criteria set forth in § 149^4 should 
apply, in writing to the Director, Accredi- 
-tation and Institutional Eligibility's^, , 
Bureau of Po^tsecondary Education Of- 
fipe of Education, .Washington, D.C. 
20202. 

(20 TTJS.C. 1087-1 (b)) ' ' 



Subpart B-Criteria for State Agencies ' 



; § 149.23^; Initial recognition, and recval- 
uatioiu ^ 

For initial recognition and for renewal 
of recognition, the State agency will fur- 
nish information establishing its compli- 
ance with the criteria^ set forth , in 

J 149^4. -This <aformation may be sup- 
plemented by personal^ interviews or 
by review of the agency's* facilities, rec- 
ords, personnel qualifications, and ad- 
ministrative management. Each agency 
listed Will be reevaluated by the Com- 
missioner at his discretion, but ,at Jeast' 
once every ^our .years. No ^adverse de- 
cision will become final y^lthout .afford- 
ing an opportxmity for a hearing. 

.(«)T;j3.C. 1087-1 (b)) ■ 

§ 149.24 Criteria for Sute agencies.' 

The following are the criteria whic*fi 
.^,e Commissioner of Education will 
utilize in designating a 'State agency as 
a reliable authority to iassess the qualfty 
of public postsecondaty vocational edu- 
'^tionin its Respective State. , 

(a) JfiindftonoirSipecii. The functional 
aspects of the State agency must- be 
shown by 4 ^ 

(1) »IU ' scope of jyperations. The 
agency ;t 

<i) Is statewide in the scope of its op.- 
' erations ahd^ls legally authorized to ap- 
prove public postsecondiLXV vocational in- 
stitutions or programs; , T 
(11) Clearly sets forth the scope of its 
^ objectives and activities, bpth as to kinds 
and levels of public ]>ostsecondary voca^ 
tional institutions or programs covered, 
and the kinds of operations performed; 
(ill) Delineates the i^cess by which 
' it differentiates among and approves pro- 
grams of van^gleyels. 

(2) Its drganization. The State 
agency: ' * ^ ^ 
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(1) employs qualified personnerand 
uses s ound procedures tp carry out its 
operations in a timely and effective 
manner; , . 

(ii) * Receives adequate and timely 
financial support, as- shown by ^ its ap- 
propriations, to carry out its operations: 

(iii) Selects^ competent and knowledge- 
able persons, qualified by experience iid* 
training, and selects such persons in^ac- 
cordance with nohdiscriidnatory prac- 
tices, (A) to participate on visiting teams; 
(a) to' engage in consultative services 
for the evaluation and approval process, 
and (C^ to serve 'on decision-making 
bodies. ' ' r 

' (3) /^^ procedures: The State. agency:' 
> (1) -^^lintains clear ddbiitions of ap- 
proval status an(^ has d^bloped written 
procedures for giSntiilg, reaffirming, re- 
voking, denying, and reinstating ap- 
proval status; 

(ii) Reqiiires, as an integral part of 
the approval and reapproval process, In- 
•stltutiohal or program self-analysis ancf 
onsite reviews by visiting teams, and pro- 
vides written and consultative guidance^ 
to insUtutlons or programs' and visiting 
iesLXx£&. ' ♦ ' ^ 

(A) Self-analyslS'Sh^ Ijea^qualltative 
assessment of the strengths and limita- 
tions of ^th^^ instructional pirogram. in- 
duding^the achiefement of Institutional 
or program objectives, and should in-* 
vol^e a r^resentdtive portion of the in- 
stitution's administrative staff, teaching 
faculty; students, governing b6dy, and 
other appropHate constituenclesv 

(B) The visiting team, which includes 
qualified examiners other than agency 
s.taff, reviews instructional content, 
methods aifd resources, administrative 
management, student services, andfacil-' 
ities. It prepares written reports and rec- 
ommendations for tise by the State 

. agency. 




(lit) Reevaluates at reasonable and 
regiUai'ly scheduled intervals Institutions 
or progr^ams which it ^las approved. ' 
" (b) Responsibility and reliability. The 
responsibility and reliability of the State 
agency VTlU be 'demonstrated by: ' 

(1) Its responsiveness to the pufelic in« 
terest. The State agrenpy: N 

(i) Has an advlsoify body which pro- 
vides for repi^sentatibn from public em- 

'ployment services and employ^, em- 
ployees, postsecondaiy vocational edu- 
cators, students, and the general public, 
including minority groups. 'Among .its 
functions, this structiure provides counsel 
to the State agency relating to the de- 
velopment ^of standards, operatlng-ppo- 
<^edure3 and policy, ai^d interprets the 
educational needs and manpower projec* 
tions'of the State's-public postsecoiidary 
vocatjonal educatlon*system,\ ^/ *." 

(ii) I^emonstrates liiat the advisoxy'. 
bocjir makes a real aifd meaxsingful'con- 
tWDUtion ta the approj^aliproc.es?; 

(iii) Wovldes ad[vancepublic-noti.ce-of^. 
proposed or revised standarijs^br regula-"^- 
tions through its regular chazm'els of 
communications, supplemented, if neces- 
sary, with direcf commimlcatiott to~lji- 
<form Interested.membe^ of the affected 
community. In addition, it^prpvldes sSch 
persons the opportmilty to comment oh * 
the standards - or regulations -pritfr $o 
their adoption; ^ - ] 

(iv) . Secufes sufficient- duaatative ih- 
formation regarding the applicsmt insti- 
tution or program to jenable the Institu- 
tion or program to demonstrate that it 

• has^ an ongoing program of- evaluation of 
outputs conslsteht ^tK its edueatiohal. 
goals; . ' . 

(V) Encourages experlmaital.and in-: 
novative programs to thtf' extent that 
these are conceived and implemented in 
a manne;! which, ensures tjie quality-and 
integrity ofHhe ii^jtutioti; or program; 

(vi) Demonstrates that it approves 
only vthqse institutions , or^ progtami 



which meet its published standards; that 
its standlurdSi policies, and procedures 
are fairly applied; and that it^s evalua- 
tions are conducted and 4ecisions are ' 
rendered under, conditions that assure an 
impartial and objective judgment; 

(vii) Regularly, reviews its standards, 
policies and.pfocedures in order that^the ' 
.ev^duative process shall support pon- 
jStructive analysis, emphasize factor-s of 
critical importance, and reffect the edu- 
cational^ and .training needs of the 
student; 

(viii) Performs no function that would 
be incdnslstent with the formation of an' 
independept judgment of the quaH^ of 
an educational institution or progran^; 

(ix) Has 'written procedures'for fhe re- 
ylew of complg^ints pertaining to insti-* 
tutional or program qxiiality , as these__ 
relate to the agedcy's standards, and"^ 
demonstrates th^ such procedures ar^e 
adequate to provide time^^ treatment of , 
such ccnfplaints in a manner ^f air and 
equitable to the complainant and to the . 

^ institution or program; - - - . 
I (XX Annually - makes available to the ^ 

' public (A) its policies for apjiroval," (B) . 
reports of operations, and (C) list of 
institutions or ' prograijis which* it has 

Japprbyed;* ; " > ■ ^ • • ^ , 
(xi) Requires each* approved school or 

• program toirepbrt on changes instituted • 
t6 determine^ntinued^^dm 
stahdaards w reSiUattonsg ' . ('< 

(xli) -CoiSers' regularly? with 'cduntfer- . 
paz^t agencies that have'similar responsi-' 
bilities^ih ^dther andrneighbci*ihg States 

.>bout'me^ods and tech£iques that max. 

'be used -to meejt: those responsibilities. 

.(2) Its assurances^tSattdue: process is 
accorded to Mstitiitions or programs 
seelc^Vapproval. ;The State af[ency : 

(i> Provide»-Jf6r adequate 'dlsQUssion , 
during the on-site vitii between the visit- 
ing *team and the faculty, administrative 

^stafT, students, ahd "other appropriate 

•persons; - , ^ ' 



(ii) Furnishes as a result of the eval- 
uation "visit, h, written report- fo the insti- 
tution or program commenting on areas 
•orstrength, areas needing improvement, 
and, when appropriate, suggesting means 
. of improvement and including specific * 

areas, it "any, where the Institution or 
program may not be in compliance with 
the agency's standards; 

(iii) J»rovides the chief executive officer 
^of the institution or program with op- 

. -portunity to comment upon the written 
report and to file supplemental mat^'rlals 
pertinent to the -facts and conclusions in. 
the writ ten report of the visiting - te^un 
' bef6re the agency takes action on the 
report; . , 

(iv) Provides the chief executive officer 
of the institution with a specific state- 
ment of reas^ for any adverse actiodf 

' and notice pf the right to appeal such 
action before an appeal body designated 
for that purpose; * 

(V) Publishes rules of procedure re- 
garding appeals; 

Continues the' approval stajtus of 
« ^e Institution or program pending dis- 
position of an appeal; ^ 

(vii) Furnishes the chief executive of- 
ficer of .the institution or program with 
a written decision of tlie appeal body, in- 
cluding a statement of its reason5<- 
therefor* * ' 

(c) Caiwitv to foster.ethical practices. 
The State agency must ^emoiistrate Its 
c^^abUlty and williilgne^ to ' foster 
ethical practicek by showing that it: 
' (i) Promotes a'well-deflned set of ethi-.- 
cal staudiards governing institutional of 
programmatic practices^ including re- 
druitinent, advertising^ transcripts, fair 
and equitable student ttiition refunds* 
and student placement services; .5,^.; 

(ii) Maintains appropriate review ^'Itlo 
relation to^ the ethical practices of each 
approved Institution or prograa^, - * 
<a(iuj3.aio«7^i(b)); 



• ' CRITERIA FOR RECOGNITION OF STATE AGENCIES 

For the purpose^of determining eligibility for Federal 
assistance, pursuant to Public. Lav/$8-581,.a^ amended, the 
United . States Commissioner otr^ducation is required to 
publish a list of recognized accrediting bodj^, anjd' of State ' . * 
agencies, which he determines to be reliable authcfdties as to . ^ 
the quaHty of training offered by schools and pro^grams for 
diploma, associate degree, and baccalaureate and graiduate 
degrees in nursing. In'^pursuance of this mandate, the 
following criteria +or recognition of State agencies were 
established and published in the January 16, 1969 Fe^deral 
Register. ' I J * ' 

"^^^ ^ CRITERIA ^ /Si 

-. . ' , ^ ' 

The following are the criteria which the Commi^joner of 

EduCati,C)m^iir utilize in determining whether a State agency ^ 

is jeliable^thority as to the quality of training offered by ~~ 
schools of mrsing. . • ^ • . 

■ ' The State agency : j._ • 

' 1/ statewide in the -scope oftits operations and is 
V- -^legally authorized to accredit schools of nursing, 

^ ^ 2^ Makes publicly available: ' ' J 

-""^^/^ ---^ ; ' ^' ' . ' 

-/ Current information covering its criteria or 
. f .standar||p3r , , 

: ; A * -. b.> Re{:)orts of its operations;^ * » - 

-c.-. ysts^ of schools of nursing vyhich it :has ac- 
/ ... r^fedfted. * * 
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FOR APPROVAL OF NURSE EDUCATION 

3. Has an adequate organization and effective proce-. 
dures, administered* by a qualified board and staff, 
to maintain its operations on a professional basis* 
Among the factors to be considered in this connec- 
"tion are t>iat the agency: 

a. Us^ experienced ^nd quaHfied e^anriiners to 
visit schools of nursing to examine educational 
objectives, to inspect courses, programs, admin- 
istrative practices, services and facilities and to 
prepare written reports and recommendations 

• for the use of therreviewing body— and causes 
' ' ' such examinations to be conduqted under con- 
ditions *that assure an impartial and objective 
judgment; 

b. Secures sufficient and pertinent data concerning 
the qualitative aspects of the school's educa- 

- . tional progi-am; 

c. R^uires each school of nursing accreditee! to. 
iollow clearly defined refund policies governing 
afl fees and tuition paid by students; ' /- 

V d. Enforces a well de|jned set of standards regard- 
iag^^a school'^ etfiical pr^actices, including re- 
cruitment and advertising; 

e; Requires each school of nursing accredited to 
^ , submit 'a comprehensive Annual report, includ- 
^ ing^cuiVent data on: 

(1) /rrogr^ss toward achievement of its stated 
" " - /objectives in nujsing education; ^ ' 



(2) Qualifications and major responsibilities 
of the dean dr director and of each faculty 
member; ^ 

(3) Pollcies^used for sejection, promotion, and 
graduation of students; 

iA) Practices followed in safeguarding' the 
health and well-being of students; - I 

(5) Current enrollnTient by class and student- 
teacher ratios; 

(6) Number of admissions to school per year 

for past 5 yejars; 

^ » f 

(7) NumbeV of graduations ;froriri school per 
year for past 5 years; ^ 

'(8) Performance ^f students on State board 
.examinations for past 5 years; 

(Q) Curriculum plan; 



(10) Brief course- description.; 



(11^ Descriptions of resources and facilities, 
clinical areas, and contractual arrange- 
c ' ments which reflect upon the academic 

program. 

i Regularly, but gt least every 2 yegrs, obtains 
from each accredited school of nursing: 

• (1) A copy of its audited fiscal report, includ- 
^ ^ ing a statement of income and expend i- 

(2) A current catalog. 

g. Makes initial and periodic on-site inspections o^f 

' each school of nursing Accredited. 
* » • 
•Has clear, written procedures for (a) the accredita; 
tion of a school of nursing or institution, (b) placing 
jj on a probationary status, (c) revoking the accredi- 
tation, and (d) reinstating accreditation; ; , ' 
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Initial Assumptions 



FEDERAL POLICY GOVERNING THE GRANTING OF ACADEMIC 
• DEGREES BY FEDERAL AGENCIES AND INSTITUTIONS 

(Approved December 23, l'954: Lepreifrom Director/ 
Bureau of the Budget, to Secretary, Health, tducation, and Welfare) 



1. It is recognized ana gra^nted that Federal agencies may, 
properly establish and operate personnel training programs as 
needed to improve the effectiveness of the performance of their 
assigned functions. , ^ 

2. Because personnel of Federal agencies may need ad- 
vanced education ip order to deyelpp 'specialized competencies 
of vital important to the agencies concerned, each agency 
should be emplowered and authorized, when n^essary, to senti 
personnel to institutions of higher'education for such necessary, 
preparation. 

Undergraduate Degree Programs' v ^ 

3. The pattern of undergraduate training is welt established 
in certain of the existing educational institutions of the Federal 
Government, sugh as at West Point and Annapolis. Any new 
institution created by the Federal Governnjent with authority to- 
grap(t undergraduate degrees should, like the above mentioned 
institutions, be accredited by the appropriate accrediting agency • 
'if the "bachelor's degree is to be granted. The Commissioner of 
Education should be assigned responsibility for determining the 
.appropriate accrediting agepcy for each Federal installation that 
maintains an undergraduate degree program. * 

Graduate Degree programs* 

4>No Federar agency^ should be empowered 'to grant a 
graduate degree for any educationaf progra^, except vuHere 



\ 



the need for the' authority to grant graduate degreed is 
e§tab!isfTed and there is a clear determination that the need 
for the graduate ^'degrees^ cannot be adequately met by' 

^ institutions set up under the' aOthority of the various States, 
Territories.; or the District of Columbia. Before any Federal 
agency is authorized to grant op^^te degrees, there should^ 
be ^thorough exploraiipn, *y the Department 6f Health, 
Education, and Welfare,^of the possibility of having the. 
program operated and/or the graduate ^degree granted 
through the facilities of existing educationafinsti^tions. For 
the purpose of such exploration, ' the serviceWiif^the 
Department of Health, Education, and Welfare will be 
'available, on request, to the agency concerrjed or'to the 
Bureau*of the^Budgefe ^n order to regularise the matter, each 
seich rei^^est would be referr^by this Department to the: 
Commissioner of^Education wl6\ to assist him in reaching 
conclusions and making recommendations' to the Secretary, 
would convene an inipartial ^rbup of representative educa- 
tors appointed by him, after consultation with the approprir 
ate professional associations, to' con^iider the relevant evi- 

• dence and make recpmmendations to him inaccordance with 
the proceidure outlined below. This .pjocedure could be 
formalized in an executive order ot othefiivise. , * 




Proced 



5. .In order to give effect to the policies^tlined above^^ith.. 
respect to the authorization /of Federal agferlcies to griant 
graduate degrees, the Commissiqher of Educatiprf* wquld^e, 
atlithorized arid directed to establish a Revievi Committee to 
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^ advise him concerning recommendations to be made concern- 
ing any legisfation that may be proposed Which would 6uthorize » 
the granting of graduate degrees by Federal agencies. 

--^ ' . ' J 

6. It is proposed that the Review Committee consist of three ** 
continuing members, each to serve fpr a period of three years, • 

. plus six additional members to servel^n an ad hoc basis— all to 
be appointed by the Commissioner of Education after consulta- - 
tidn with the appropriate professional associations. > , , • 

7. *The principal functions of the Review Compiittee would* 

* be:i * , ^ . , . 

, .{a> toreceiveandreviewevidenceisubmittedbytheapply- 
^1^-^^ ^ mg agency that the following criteria have been n^et: 

(1) t>»at the conferring of the authority to grant thya 
^ graduate degree in question is essential to the ac-* 
r complishment olf the program objectives of the ap- , 
• plying .agency. , \ ^ 



r^2) that the graduate program in question and/or the^ 
graduate degrees proposed^canndfbe obtained on 
^tisfactory ^^rms through the faciMties'of exij^ihg 
tfon-Federal institutions (Jf tiigher^educatiqn. 

(3) that the graduate program conducted by the apply- - 
ing agency mieets the standardi^for the degree or 
degrees in questioh^vhifch^are met' by sUT^ar pro-. 



• gcams in non-Federal institutions of higher educa- 
tion. ^ ' 

(4) that the administration of the graduate progcam 
concerned is such-that the f acujty and students be 
fre^ to conduct their research activities as objec- 
tively, as freely, and in as unbiased a manner as 
that fout^d.in other ^non-Federal institutions Qf 
higher education. The. existence of" an advisory 
^ committee of educators from regularly-constituted^ 
^» institutions shall be re^rded as some evidence of 
^ thfe safeguarding ofJr^edom of inquiry. Accredita- 

tion by an appropirfate accrediting body, if such 
exists, shall be, regarded as anothe? safeguard; 

» (b) on the basis of evidence obtained pertainTgg to the • 

items Usted under 7(a) above, to make a ceport, ificlud- 

^ ing its recommendations as to whether the power to 

^rafrt graduate degrees should be authorized to ^the 

X applying agency. . % 

* ' *• , ' 

^» ^ - 

.8. The Comniissioner would," together with his own recom- 
mendati6ns> transmit the report of the Revievv Comnrlttee to the 
Secretary 6f Health,, Education, and Welfare. The Secretary 
wj^uld-after consideration of the Commissioner's recommenda- 
tions aWd .the Review Contmittee's report, make recommenda-; 
tions to the requesting agency and the Bure*au of t"he Budget, 
and transmit with sUch recommendation^^the report of the Re- 
view Committee. ^ : ^ ^ 
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ADVISOR-Y^XiOMMlTrEE-MEETINGS CONDUCTED DURIISHS ia76 



March 23-26^ 1976 (Tvyenty-eighth Meeting) 
Arlington, Virginia 



Open:^ March 23, Workshop: 

. * ' M.arch'24, Full Committee: ^ 
SL|t)committee 1: 
^ V- ^Subcommittee 2: 
March 25, Full Committee: 
• '^ 'Subcommittee 1": 



Sut)committee ?: 
• •> . Full Committee; ; 
March 26, Full Committee: 



Closed: 'March 25, Subcommittee J: 



1:15 p.m. to 5:00 p.m, 
9:15 a.m. to 11:15 a.m. 
1 l^SO a.m'. to 4:4fe p.rh. 
. 11:30 a.m. to 4:45 p.m. 
..9:1Da.m.*to 10:30 a.m. 
.10:45 a.m. to 1:10 p.m.' 

1:25 p:m. to 3:15 p^m. 
-10:45 a.m. to 3:30 p.ln. 
3r45 p.m. to 4:25 p.m. 
'9:1 5 a.m. to 1 2:00 noon 
* • 

1:10 p.m. to 1:25 p.m. 



MEETINGS SCHEDUI^O FOR 1977 

' March 23^25, 1977 • 

Alexandria/Virginia " 

April 28-29, 1977 . ■ ^ 

Alexandria, Virginia 

June 15-17, 1977 
> ' . Arlington, Virginia . • . 

September 28r2&, 1977 * ~ 

December 14;16, 1977 



June 1 6-1 8. 1976 ^(Twenty-ninth) • 
Arlington, Virginia , 

All sessions open to the. public . 

•September 21-24, 1976* fthirtieth) , 
Alexan^rla,'yirginia . 

All sessions open* to the public * 

* December 8-1 0,^ 1 d76 (Thirty-f irstf 
Arlington, Virginia , , - 

' Afl sessions open to the public 
.. ' . « ' ^ 

.■ J ■ ... 



ERIC 



■ .84- 



' 37. 

-/ • 



8& 



June 1977 



SCHEDULE ROP 'fNITlAL EVALUATION AND REEVALU-ATION OFrNATtONALLY. 
RECOGNIZED ACCREDITING AGENCIES AND ASSOCIATIONS, STATE AGENClBjg 
FO„R^APPnpVAL OF PUBLIC POSTSECONDARWOCATIONAL EDUCATI0N;AND" 
STAXE AGENCIES FdR APPROVAL OF NURSE EDUCATION 
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^Petitions and interim re^prt§ should be 
. submitted three months prior to the 
^che<luled I'eview 

American Cquhcil on Education for 
Journalism, Accredrting Committee \ 
(tnteriin) ► . 
American, Dental Association, Com- 
^ ^ rfiission on Accreditation bfBental 

and Dental Auxiliary Programs 1^ 
American Medical Association, 'Coun- 
cil on Medical Education, as. the 
cpordinjating agency in allied health 
• education accreditatiorl 
■ * Medical Assistant (interim) * 

Nuclear Medicine Technologist ' 
(iffterjm) ^ ^ ' ' ^ ; ^ 
Physicaf therapist \ r, 

American Physical Therapy Associa- . 
tion. Committee oa Accreditation 
in Education (initial) ^ . ^< . 
Council on Education for Public He^alth- 
Engineers'. Council for Professional" 
Developmem.'(foT first profe&^onal 
degree program? in engineering . 
and associate and ' baccalaureate 1 
degree prp^rafeifs in ■ eng^heelring • 
technology! \ / " . ^ 

Iowa $tate Boardof Public Instruction 
^ jmterim) • 

Kansas State Board of Education • . ' 



ERLC 
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September 1977 
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^MfnnesotaState Boardfor Vocatio/fal- . 

Technical Education (interim) ^ 
Montana Board of Public Instruction 
National Association of Schools of Art, 
'Commission on Accreditation an4p 
Membership (interim) 
National Council for Accreditation of 

.Teacher Edyqation (interim) ^ . 
NflKional Home ^tudy Coijj^ncil, Accre- 
ditmg Commlssion.(interim) 

American Assembly of Cbllegiate ' 

Schools of Business, Accreditatfqn 

Council (Interim) • 
American Library Association, Com- \ 
/ mittee on'Accreditatioh 
American Osteopathic Assootatioh 

(interim) ; ; , - * ' 

American Podiatry Association, Cqun- 

ciUon Podiatry Educatidn (interim)" 
Arkansas Stiate Board for Vocj^tional ^ 
* Education- * • • ^ 
Council an ISbcial Wbrk Education, 
' Commission on Accreditation (in-^- *. 

tefim) i ^ - \ f * 

National* As^ociatibn 4)f Schools of' 

Musfc . . ^ k 
North Central Association df'CollegeS *- 
^* aYid Schrols; Commission on Insti-- ' 

4"/io.9s^^ Highfti Education . 



S7' 



Oklahoma State Board of Vocational 

jT and Technical Education 
/ Society of American .Foresters 
^ Utah State Board for Vocational Ed- 
ucation (interim) 

Accrediting Commission on Education 
for Health Services Administration 
American Association of Nurse Anes- 
• thetists. Council' on- Accreditation 
(interim) 

American Bar Association, Council of 
the Section of L|gal Education and 
Admissions to Re Bar ' ^ 

American Councif on Pharmac^pticaf 
Education' 

AfTierican Speech and Hearing Asso- 
ciation, American Boards of Exa'm- . 
iners ip Speech Pathology and Au- 

^ didlogy (interim) 

Cosmetology Accrediting Commission 
Indiana Stat6 Board of Vocational and 

"Sichnical Education (interim) 
Kentucky State Board '6f Education 

(interirn)^ 
Moi(tana^tate Board of Nursing- 
Ojklahoma State Refgents for Higher 
Education ^ * ^ 

American Medical Association, poun-: 
SJil on^edical Education, as -the 
coocdfiipting^gencyjn allied health 
education accreditation * . 

Assistant to the primary Car^ 

' Physician ^ • . 

Cytotechnologist 
^ HistologiqYechnician 
laboratory Assistant ' ' 
Medical Assistant 



May 1978 
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Medical Laboratory Technician 
Medical Record Admimstrator 
. Medical Record Technician 
MjBC^jcal Technologist 
Nuclear Medicine Technologist 
^OccupationarTherapist 
^Physical Therapist ^ 
RadiqlogicTechnologist * 
Radiation Therapy-Technologist 
\ Respiratory Therapist 

Respiratory Thermy Technician 
. Specialist in 8foo\I Bank Tech- 
* ndlpgy • • 
Surgeon'^ AssistantX - ' * 
American . Qptometric Association, 
Council on Optometric Edi^ation 
' . (interim) 

American Veterinary Medical Asso- 
ciation, -Corrimittee on Animal 
Technician Activities antf Training 
Mtddle States Alssociation^'of Colleges 
and. Secondary SchoolSy- Commis- 
sion on Higher Education (interim) 
■ National- Accreditation Council for 
Agencies Serving the Blind,andVis- 
* ually Handicapped (interim) 
National Association, of Trade and 
Techmical Schools,- Adcredlting 
Commission I ' 
Southern Association of Colleges and 
Schools, .Commission on Occupa- 
, tional EdqcationrJastitutiof^s 
(interim) , - , 



Foundation for Interior Design Edlica- 
•tion Research, Committee on Ac- 
credrtation 



September 1978 



December ^1 978 




American Osteopathic Association;. 
American Podiatry AssociatiorHCpon- '. : 

' cil on Podiatry Education- * \ ? * 
New Jersey State Board-ot Education 
Utah Sjate Board for VocationabEd-* - • ■ * 

ucation • ' • ' " . 

• ' - '-^ - - " 

California Board- of Registered figrs- 

Council;Oh Chiropractic Education/ \ 
Commission on Accreditation . 
eers'-^ouncjl for Professi^rial 'y^ ♦ 
pyneht_:{f6r .'graduate pro-^ 
leading to . atfy/anced 'intry * j 
the engi neeriihg profession) ; ; ; ' 

f echrticlH^ducsitton ';T ^ . sj • ' - 
'rjowa BoardzOf Niirsipg^ l * *' 

^ -touisfaha State Bql^of tSlurse-Ex- . ^ 
amih'e'rs- 1' ' ; r '■ ' ~ ^ \ 

^ JVlissoaii State Boat^pfN^ - . ; < . 

,StaterB6afdiX)f-.5^ents^^:-;'M^^ }g79 
(Nurstng^ct^^^tofi ^- * .-^-y- 

NorthlCerftr^tAssd^ \\ . 

ahd^Schoo'fs; /Cpmrrn^^n^ ^- ^ 

^ Scho6ts O?flEerimK 
^^yi(estem^Asspciatipn' oftSehoqlsand / 



- £^fBges,^cCredittng!:6q*nmis§ 




India 




979: 



. Amefjfeahi^^chbfpQi 
"^^^^omrmt^ . on ; *Accre4i|ation;-{^^^ 
\, doctoral arjdmter^ish'r^^ 

- ^^^^'^3'**^"^ .cp.unseflngf^sycholbgy 7 
:^Ametlc^^Veterin'arV^ M t^s^q^ -. . 
-^ ''^ciatiofTp^ourtcil on Education ^ i 
' Nationaf Accreditation Council for/^ 
- AgendeS- Serving;, the Blind and : j 
Visuafly Hahdicaf^edn^^ • ' « . \; 




Sjei3temBert979 



National League for Nursing^ Inc. 
^ Baard of Review for Associate 
/ Degree Programs \ . . ^ 
Board of Review for Baccalaure- 
.-^ 'ate and Higher Degree Pro- 
grams' . r J 
Board of Review for Diploma Pro- * 
grams 

Board of Review for Practical 
Nursing Programs 
. New Hampshire Board of Nursing Ed^ 
ucation and Nurse Registration 
Northwest Association of Schools and 
C^)lle^esr^mrhission prtCoJIeges 
(mterim) ^ . 

Southern Association of Colleges and 
School^, Corrtmission on Colleges 
^.yVest^Virginia Board of Examiners for- 
/ Registered Nurses ' . 

Association of Independent Colle'ges 
and Schools, Accrediting Commis-. 
/ sion * ^ 

' Minnesota State Boardfor Vocational- 
-Technical Education * ' ^ - 
' Missouri State Board of Educertion 
National, Council^for Accreditation of 

Teacher Education * 
NationaWOme Study Council, Accred- 
^- itfng. Commission / 
New York State 8j)arcl.of Regents (as"' 
a natipnatty recognized accrediting 
• agency) " • 

. ' • ^. . 

"■Amerifjfen Assembly of Collegiate 
• SchOTls of 'Business, Accreditation^ 
' ' Council . ' * * H 



December 1 979 



March 1 980 



May 1980 



. Sepjtember ')980 



, American Association of Nurse Anes- 
* thetists, Courtcil on Accreditation 
_ Am_en,cajn.Sp_eech and Hearing Asso- 
ciation, Americcfti Boards of Exam- 
ij;^rs in Speech Pathology and Au- 
' di'ology ..." 
ICentucky State Board of Education 

A/liddle States Association of Ccrtleges 
' . -and ^ecoodary ^qhools, Cornmis- 
sfon on. Higher Education 
>j^M%\\ox\d\ ; Aci^redftation Council for 
V . >f Agencjes' Serving the Blind and Vi§- 
■ . ually .Handicapped 7* ' * 
^.'National Architectural ' Accrediting 

Bo^rd, Inc. • 
v-' Naticin^ Association • for Practical 
Nurse'EducatioQ.and Service, Inc., 
/ Accrediting Revrew Board 

Ameridan Council on Education for 
Journalism, Accrediting. Commit; 
tee • ' 
loyya'S.tat^JBoandbf-Pablic lnst\cHon - 
' " National Assochation of Schools oh^ it, _ 
,^ Commission ,on,,Accreditatfori and 
IVlemtjei'ship)' /.V ^ . ' * ' 

AsspjSjLtion* for Gjirlicgl P^gstcfral Ed- 

ucation,^lnc. \ • ^ 
Council on Sbciaf'Work E.ducation, 

.Comrni'ssipn on Accreditation 
,NeWt England' Association olF Schools.^ 
ja|id G6I leges : ' ^ ' C' 

':;SComfnission on' ' Independent 
% §chbols^ .^^ . ... 



5ecember 1980 



IWg^h 1981 



Comnrrission on Institutions 

Higher Educatiqn 
Conrimissioh-on Rublic 'Schools 
Commission 'on ^Vocational, 
Teqhnical, Career . Institu- 
tions ' ^ . 

Accrediting Bureau of Medical Lab-- 

oratory Schools 
^m^rican Board of Funeral Service 
Education, .Q ojjn m i ssion of 
Schools 

North Central Association Of Col- 
. leges and Schools, Commission 
on Schoots * ^ 
' Western Association of Schools and 
Colleges, Accrediting Commission 
for Community and Junipr Colleges 
Western. Associatfdn of Schools and 
. ^ ColfeTges, Accrediting Commission 
' for Senior Collets andUniversities 

American -QptoPRetr^c Assocfatidn, 
Council on Optometric Education 

"flssociation of^Advancgd *Rabbinlcal, 
and TalrnujlftrSi:ho;ols, Acdredita-, 
tion Commission " , . 

» New York State Board of Regents (for 
public postsecpndary vocational ed- 
ucatioR) . • . ^ 

Northwest As.sociation of Scbpqls.ahd 
Colleges, (S)mrhission onXollegies 

Southern Association of Colleges and 
Schools, Corhmissibn on Occupa- 

- tional Educatiory Institutions 
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TYPE OF PETITIOlM " 



' . ' TYPE;0rB ACTION TAKEN 

Approved • Denied ' Deferred Accepted 



APPENDJ>^m 



, No Action 
Required 



NationalAccrediting Agenti^s ^ 

Petitions for Initial Recognition 5 

Petitions for Renewal of Recognition 27 

Petjtionsior Extension of Scope 7-^- 
Interim Reports 

ReqUestsforbeferra^bf Review of Petition 2 

State Vocational Approval Agencies 

FetilionsfqrlnitialRflf^gQifion* 4 . 

Petftipns for Rental ofBecognitiqrv* 6 

Interim Reports' 3. . 

Withdrawal from Pecognized List 1 

State N.urse Appipval Agencies t 

Interim Report . ^ * 1 ' 

Requests for Satisfactory Assurahoe * '2 

Petition for Degree Granting Authority. 1 



1 

27 
7 



TOTALS 



fx. 



70 



•a 
,.• 6 



2 
1 

48 ■ 



, 1 
.2 

/ 



■i 



14 



*One of these was a Committee action (recommendation) In 1975; the ^E^ommtssioners action occurred in 1976 



7 



J 



■.94 
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APPENDIX IX 



COMMITTEE ACTIONS ON POLICY ISSUES, 1976 



1 .'Proposed and scheduled policy review meeting for spring, 

2. Conducted workshop with accrediting and State app/oval 
agencies, Federal and State'' officials, educators and the' 
general public. - ' 

3. Reviewed prdposed eligibility provisions of. AdniiFiistratioh 
bill 11939. . ■ " . • , ' * 



V 



Adopted resolution supporting eligibility provisions of HR 
' 11939. 



5. .Reviewed proposed revisions to Criteria for Recognition of 
.National Accrediting Bodies and State Agencies for Ap- 
,proval of Public Postsecondjry Vocatfonal Educatipn. 

6. Reviewed American Institutes ^for Research project on 
. ^ consumer protection. ' . 

7. Conducted meeting with representatives of Council on 
P6stsecondary Accreditation. 



8. Reviewed visitation team training program of Commis- 
sion on Schools, North Central Association pf Colleges and 
SchQols. ' ' . . 

9., Reviewed report of Policy Review Subcdmmittee of the Ad- 
visory Committee. ' ^ 

10., Reviewed, twice, actions of accrediting agences relative to 
Western Statetlniversity College of Law of Orange County,^ 
California. • ' ,r 

\ 

11. Adopted Resolution congratulating retiring U.S. Commife'- 
sioner of Education !. H. Bell. 

12. 'Reviewed HEW Office of the General Counsel-opinion re- 
garding the authority to designate Federal Aviation Acfmin- " 

^ * istration as'nationally reco^hized accrediting .agency. 

\ , * ' * 

li. Reviewed California Legislature's actions directed t9ward 
Western Association of Schools and Colleges. ^ 
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WHO TO CALL OR WRITE 



For information about accreditation and institutional eligibility 
For 'information about the Advisory Committee 
For 34ibmissioh of nominations for:mei\ibership on the Advisory 
\Cpmmittee - • ^ ^ 

For submission of petitions for recognition • ^ 
For inclusion on the DEAE mailing list 

' John R. Proffitt 

u Directorv * « , • 

Division, of EHgibility and Agency Evaluation 

Bureau of Higher^^and Continuing Education 

U.S. Office of Edugption . . • ,\ 

Washington, D,C, 2020*2 ' ' ' / 

|i02) 245-9875 



For mformation about accreditation policy. 
For information about petitions for recognition 

ff Ronald S, Pugsley . ' " ' ^ 

Acting Chief, Accrediting Agency Evaluation Branch 
Division of' Eligibility and Agency Evaluation 
;(Acldress as above) . , ^ 
(202)245-2810 : " * ' " ' 



FoV-information about institutional eligibility 
For information about certifications^^or forejgn students 
Leslie W.Ross , _ 

Acting Chief, Institutional Eligibility Branch 
Division of Eligibility and Agency Evaluation' 
(Address as above) . * ^ • 

• (202)245-2940 • 

For information about eligibility of community /junior and senior 
colleges ' , ^ ' , * 

Joseph Hardman 
Chief, College Eligibility^Sectlon 
Institutional Eligibility Branch 
(Address a3 above) ' . 

(202) 245-2943 

For information about eligibility of vocationjal schools and 
programs ' 

Ruth'W, Crowley 

Chief, Occupational School Eligibility Section 
Institutional Eligibility Branch 
(Address as aBove) ' . ' 

(202)245-9703 ^ ^ , ^ ' . 
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